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CURRENT TOPICS. 


A VALUED CORRESPONDENT, to whose unequalled mee of 
conveyancing precedents our readers have often been indebted 
for valuable su tions, writes, d propos of our observations last 
week on the word ‘‘ decease,” to the —— for greater 
uniformity in the phrases used in modern drafts. We have often 
pare and deplored the ae to which he calls attention. 

t is y necessary to say that it is an axiom in conveyancing 
that the same phrase should be used to express the same thing 
in every part of a draft; and in a collection of conveyancing 

recedents it is almost — desirable that the same phrase 
should be used to express the same thing in every precedent. One 
would expect the editors to select the word or words which in 
their \ fgene most precisely convey the ——- and to adhere 
to such word or words denaliank their work. But, as our 
correspondent points out, this is very far from being the 
practice, and the reason is tolerably ‘atoms: A collection of 
precedents must necessarily be made up of copies of drafts 
collected from various sources, and frequently from conveyancers 
who differ in their favourite phraseology. One reason for the 
wonderful uniformity of Mr. Davipson’s collection, both as 
regards and forms, is that (as he explained in the 
introduction) it was taken from the of a very limited 
number of conv acting on the same principles and 
habituated to the use of the same language and forms. There 
was, therefore, comparatively little in the way of expression for 
the editors to alter. But in other collections the case is differ- 
— and the work pa the pr in the a a of 

nguage, so as to introduce uniformity, is very heavy ; and, we 
must add, is not always very ae aggre We h 
that our correspondent’s observations will direct attention to the 
matter, and lead to a change for the better. At present our 
observation of current conv ing leads us to sup that the 
“numerous synonymes ” which Mr. Davinson referred to as 
“too generally disgracing drafts” have only been removed from 
their old juxtaposition to be scattered over the draft; and one 


would really sometimes suppose that the of Buarr’s 
Rhetoric, while eve ie in ordinary etek cohigesttins 
have found a place in modern conveyancing. 











Last YEAR we drew attention to the Marriage Act, 1890 (53 
& 54 Vict. c. 47), as re ting the high-water mark of care- 
lessness to which parliamentary drafting could attain. Our 
readers will not be surprised to learn that it has already been 
found necessary both to amend and to explain that superlatively 
clumsy statute ; and we think that we may take some credit for 
having brought about this result, for several of our criticisms 
seem to have borne fruit. In the first place, the short title of 
the Act has been changed, so far as it is possible for one statute 
to change the title of another one. Henceforth it may be cited 
as the “Foreign” Marriage Act, 1890, together with all the 
statutes dealing with foreign semtagee from 1849 downwards. 
Two other of our comments have received attention—in 
one case by the ing, in the other case by the entire 
repeal, of the offending section. The new Act (54 & 55 Vict. c. 
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74) is undoubtedly a great. improvement upon its predecessor ; 
but, at the same time, it contains one or two clauses which seem 
to reveal the hand of the original draftsman. Here, for 
example, is section 2 : 
** The period of residence required for a marriage under the Foreign 
Marriage Acts shall be three weeks, and accordingly in section 2 of the 
Marriage Act, 1849, one week shall be substituted for one calendar 
month.” 
On turning to section 2 of the Consular Marriage Act, 1849, 
we find that the period of residence there required for a 
marriage is twice given as one calendar month. Therefore, the 
resent section directly contradicts itself within the space of four 
ines: for it first expressly enacts that the period shall be three 
weeks, and then indirectly enacts that the period shall be one 
week ; and the contradiction is emphasized by a perfectly hope- 
less ‘‘ accordingly.” No doubt ‘“‘one week” is here: simply a 
mistake for “three weeks,” as is proved by a reference to 
section 3 (4), where one of the parties is required to swear that 
both of them have “ for three weeks immediately preceding 
had their usual places of abode within the district of the 
consul.” But is it fair, in the case of so important a matter 
as a marriage, and in the case of a person so little accustomed 
to interpret statutes as a consul, to present such difficulties for 
solution? Finally, we may observe that section 12 enacts that : 
** All marriages solemnized on board one of her Majesty’s vessels on or 
before the last day of July one thousand eight hundred and ninety-one 
shall be deemed to be as valid as they would have been if the Marriage 
Act; 1890, had not been passed.”’ 
What particular mischief was wrought by the Marriage Act, 
1890, to marriages upon men-of-war we do not know. Still less 
can we pretend to explain why the remedy for the mischief 
should be limited to the end of July last. But this we will say, 
that it would have been kind, in view of the general character 
of the Act, to extend this saving clause to all marriages, whether 
solemnized on men-of-war, or by consuls, or otherwise. 





THE RECENT DEcIsION of Mr. Justice Curry in the case of Re 
Llewellyn (39 W. R. 713) is a further authority, if any such were 
needed, that a solicitor’s lien upon deeds cannot continue after 
his client’s interest in them has determined. The question fre- 
quently arises when the deeds of mortgaged property have been 
handed by the mortgagee to his solicitor, and the latter claims a 
lien upon them as against the mortgagor for costs which are 
properly chargeable by the solicitor only against his actual 
client, the mortgagee. It was decided in Hollis v. Claridge (4 
Taunt. 807) that an intending mortgagee cannot, by delivering 
the deeds to his solicitor, give the latter a better right than he 
himself has, and consequently, if the mortgage goes off, so 
that the proposed mortgagor has an immediate right to re- 
delivery of the deeds, the solicitor cannot retain them for costs 
incurred on behalf of the intending mortgagee ; or, as it was put 
in Wakefield v. Newbon (L. R. 6 Q. B., at p. 280), on the 
authority of this case, a mortgagee cannot, by handing over 
deeds to his solicitor, create a new lien against the mortgagor 
in respect of a debt of his own. Some doubt as to the cor- 
rectness of the principle was introduced by the decision in 
Ogle v. Story (4 B. & Ad. 735), where it seems to have 
been held that a solicitor might enforce his lien for the 
whole of his bill of costs, whether properly payable by 
the mortgagor or not, but in that case the whole bill had been 
in fact paid by the mortgagor in order to get possession of the 
deeds, and the decision has been explained (see per Lord Sr. 
Lzonarps in Blunden v. Desart, 2 Dr. & War., at p. 426) on the 
ground that the mortgagor had really overpaid the mortgagee, 
and that his rd remedy was against the latter, and not 
against the solicitor. At any rate, the rule that the lien of the 
mortgagee’s solicitor, being a right derived entirely through 
the mortgagee, cannot extend beyond the right of the latter, 
was recognized both in Blunden v. Desart (supra) and in Pelly v. 
Wathen (1 De G. M. & G. 16); and Ogle v. Story (supra), so far 
as it may have seemed to establish anything to the contrary, 
was virtually overruled by Wakefield v. Newbon (supra). In this 
last case the mortgagor had paid the principal and interest, and 
it was held that the mortgagee’s solicitor could not retain the 
deeds for costs due to him from the mortgagee. The recent 





case of Re Llewellyn (supra) was very similar, as the em ts 
after a settlement with the mortgagee, had been duly released 
by deed, and the mortgage had been transferred to a third 
party. The release seems*to have been executed by the mort- 
gagee in forgetfulness of the fact that his solicitor had a claim 
against him for costs incurred in seeking to make the security 
available, costs apparently which he might have charged against 
the mortgagor. Hawever, by the release he lost all right to 
retain the deeds, and hence the lien of his solicitor was lost at 
the same time. 





WE suortty discussed the decision in Ashling v. Boon (ante, 
p. 277, 39 W. R. 298; 1891, 1 Ch. 568) at the time it was 
given, but subsequent consideration leads to doubts as to the 
ground on which the decision was founded. It will be remem- 
bered that a promissory note bearing a penny receipt stamp was 
tendered in evidence to prove the receipt of the money for which 
it had been given. Its reception was objected to, on the ground 
that such a purpose was not a “collateral” one within the 
doctrine which makes insufficiently-stamped documents admis- 
sible for collateral purposes, and Kexewion, J., — the ob- 
jection. The case appears to be the first in which the very strin- 
gent provisions of section 54 of the Stamp Act, 1870, have come 
under judicial notice, and it is submitted that the note could 
not have been received in evidence even for a collateral purpose. 
By 31 Geo. 3, c. 25,8. 19, it is provided that no bill of exchange, 
promissory note, &c., shall be pleaded, or given in evidence in 
any court, or admitted in any court to be good, useful, or avail- 
able in law or equity, unless duly stamped. On the construc- 
tion of this statute Lord ELLensoroveu, in 1813, admitted an 
unstamped note to shew that it had been made by a man when 
in a state of intoxication (Gregory v. Fraser, 3 Camp. 453); and 
the Court of Common Pleas, in 1844, held that an unstamped 
bill of exchange which had been tendered at the trial to nega- 
tive payment of a debt had been improperly rejected (Smart v. 
Nokes, 6 M. & Gr. 911). On the other hand, the Court of King’s 
Bench, in 1825, reluctantly rejected an unstamped promissory 
note as evidence of an account stafed (Green v. Davies, 4 B. & C. 
235). By 13 & 14 Vict. c. 97, s. 12, no instrument liable to 
stamp duty could be pleaded or given in evidence, or admitted 
to be good, useful, or available in law or equity, until duly 
stamped ; and the 17th section of the Stamp Act, 1870, contains 
a similar provision, with an exception as to criminal proceedings. 
The cases, therefore, of Gregory v. Fraser, Green v. Davies, and 
Smart v. Nokes are authorities at the present day for admitting 
insufficiently-stamped documents to prove collateral facts, with 
the exception of bills of exchange and promissory notes, upon which, 
curiously enough, the three cited cases were all decided; for by 
successive steps the Legislature has interfered to prevent these 
mercantile instruments from being stamped only at the last 
moment. By 17 & 18 Vict. c. 83, s. 5, the holder of an insuffi- 
ciently-stamped bill of exchange drawn out of the United 
Kingdom had to stamp it before dealing with it, ‘and no 
person who shall take any such bill, either in payment or as a 
security, or by purchase or otherwise, shall be entitled to recover 
thereon, or to make the same available for any purpose, unless 
at the time when he shall so take it there shall be such stamp 
affixed thereon and cancelled.” By 23 Vict. c. 15, 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 111, and 27 & 28 Vict. c. 56 these stringent provisions 
for the protection of the revenue were extended respectively to 
foreign drafts or orders, foreign promissory notes, and bills of 
exchange payable on demand, indorsed abroad; and by the 
Consolidating Stamp Aet, 1870, s. 54 (1), a person who takes or 
receives from any other person a bill or note liable to duty, and 
not duly stamped, “either in payment or as a security, or by 
purchase or otherwise, shall not be entitled to recover thereon, 
or to make the same available for any purpose whatever.” It is 
submitted, therefore, that Gregory v. Fraser and Green v. Davies 
were not authorities in point, inasmuch as in Ashling v. Boon 
the defendant, who had himself received the promissory note, of 
which, in fact, he was the payee, ought not to have been 
allowed to use the note for any purpose whatever (including, of 
course, a purpose collateral), and that consequently it was, in 
truth, unnecessary to decide that the purpose for which he 
sought so to adduce it was not a collateral one. 
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A pornt of some importance was decided by Mr. Justice Kexr- 
wicu in Re Cordova Union Gold Co. (Limited) (389 W. R. 536) as 
to the power of a liquidator to make immediate calls on shares 
in cases where the company itself would have had no such right. 
Upon the re-construction of a company it was agreed that the 
new company should allot shares to the members of the old 
company. The shares were to be treated as partly paid-up, and 
the balance due on them was to be paid by instalments. The 
new company was ordered to be wound up in March, 1890, and 
two instalments were due on the Ist of August, 1891, and the 
ist of February, 1892. Before the first of these dates the 
liquidator applied to the court for an order for the immediate 
payment of both instalments, and such an order was made 
accordingly by Mr. Justice Krxrwicu. At first sight it looks as 
though the liquidator could only stand in the position of the 
company, and could not therefore enforce payment contrary to 
the provisions of an agreement between the company and its 
shareholders. But it is to be noticed that the liability of the 
shareholders to the payment of calls is regulated by statute, and 
they cannot claim, therefore, to rest it solely upon the terms of 
a private agreement. Under section 102 of the Companies 
Act, 1862, the court, at any time after the making of an order 
for winding up a company, may make calls on any of the con- 
tributorjes to the extent of their liability, and the only limita- 
tion of their liability authorized by the Act is that contained in 
section 7—namely, a limitation to the amount on the shares 
still remaining unpaid. It appears, therefore, that in exercising 
its powers under section 102 the court need have regard only to 
the limitation of liability thus expressly authorized, and that if, 
in the result, a breach is committed of any special agreement 
with the shareholders, the only remedy of the latter is in 
damages against the company. Of course, under the present 
practice no application to the court is necessary in cases where 
there is a committee of inspection, as the committee are em- 
powered to sanction a call which the liquidator proposes to 
make. 





A CORRESPONDENT of the Zimes complained recently that there 
is a tendency on the part of landlords to increase the stringency 
of covenants to repair, and in particular he objected to a cove- 
nant in a draft lease which had been submitted to him requiring 
the tenant to paint the outside stucco and cement work, and to 
paint, grain, and varnish all exterior wood and ironwork every 
three years, and to paint, paper, colour, flat, grain, marble, gild, 
varnish, decorate, and French polish the inside every seventh 
year, the whole to be done in the best manner, in appropriate 
colours and patterns. This amounts to a covenant that the 
tenant shall yield up the house—the proposed rental was £400 
—in a condition of complete decorative repair, and in exactness 
of expression it certainly has its advantages over a covenant to 
yield up the premises in a state of tenantable repair, a covenant 
which has now to be construed by the help of the luminous 
definition given by Lorzs, L.J., in Proudfoot v. Hart (38 W. R. 
730). According to this the amount of repair to be done by 
the tenant is to be decided by the reasonable requirements of a 
reasonably-minded man of the class who would be likely to 
want the house. Possibly a reasonably-minded man going into 
a house at a rent of £400 a year might not unreasonably 
require the performance of the work described in the above 
covenant. Of course, however, nothing like complete decorative 
repair is really aimed at in the stipulation for tenantable repair, 
though it is unlikely that this expression would ever be 
restricted to that merely structural repair which some of the 
cases seem to countenance. But at what point between such 
structural repair and complete decorative repair the parties 
strike their bargain is a matter for them to decide. If the 
house is let on the theory that the landlord-is at no time to be 
called upon to spend money on it, then an exactly-worded cove- 
nant which shews that the tenant is to leave it in every respect 
ready for the succeeding tenant is, of course, an advantage. It 
carries out the theory and informs the tenant of bis liability. 


Mr. Amuerst D. Tyssen has recently issued a pamphlet 
(“The Leasehold Assurance Guide, 1891”; Stevens & Haynes), 
in which he develops, with great care and completeness, a 








system of leasehold assurance, enabling the owner of leasehold 
property to gery Meow, year the amount by which the value of 
the property declines by effluxion of time, and so secure the 
return of his capital. If he sells the property, he will offer the 
policy of assurance with it, and so render it likely that he will 
get the price he originally gave. But it is with reference to 
mortgages of leaseholds that the system is likely to be most 
useful. The mortgagee, with a policy of leasehold assurance 
effected in a good office and of a sufficient amount to bring back 
the capital lent and a margin of, say, ten per cent., at a date not 
later than the expiration of the lease, will obtain a valuable 
addition to his security, while the mortgagor will, Mr. TyssEN 
thinks, be able to obtain a loan at a. lower rate of interest. It 
is also suggested that the system will enable power to be given 
to trustees in settlements and wills to purchase or invest on the 
security. of any leasehold property, provided they effect and keep 
up a policy of leasehold assurance. Forms of powers for this 
purpose are given. This is followed by a list of the insurance 
offices which grant policies of leasehold assurance, of which Mr. 
TyssEN enumerates eighteen; and, in the case of offices which 
have issued scales of charges and forms of policy, these are 
given, together with tables of the surrender values allowed, and 
the surrender values allowed by the various offices are compared. 





From A LETTER which we print elsewhere it appears that the 
judge of one of the metropolitan county courts has adopted the 
extraordinary rule that when a defendant before action brought 
promises to pay a debt, the plaintiff has no right to employ a 
solicitor, and a solicitor’s costs, therefore, are not allowed. 
We should be glad to know under what authority this has 
been done. The taxation of costs is carefully regulatgd by 
the County Courts Act, 1888, but no such rule is to a found in 
the Act, or in the rules made thereunder, and, though the judge 
is empowered to review a particular taxation by the registrar, 
yet he is not entitled to introduce general rules of taxation. A 
promise to pay a debt is all very well, but it is a very different 
thing from payment, and it is not at all clear that it would 
deprive the debtor of any defence he might otherwise raise. 





THE INSPECTOR-GENERAL IN BANKRUPTCY ON 
SOME SUGGESTED AMENDMENTS OF THE LAW. 


II 


Uron the third point, that of fraudulent preferences, the 
Inspector-General is very much dissatisfied with the state of the 
law as it at present stands. In his opinion transactions par- 
taking of the character of fraudulent preferences “are still 
frequent and too often unassailable.” He instances that “a 
payment made by an insolvent debtor to his banker with a 
deliberate view of relieving a guarantor from his liability cannot 
be impeached, although if it were given with the view of pre- 
ferring the banker himself it would be void”; and he states 
that ‘‘ bankers are frequently being preferred in this manner 
with impunity.” With evident regret he reviews the fact 
that the attempt which ‘‘was made in the Bankruptcy Bill in- 
troduced into Parliament by Sir A. Roturr last year to effect 
some small improvement in the law by throwing on creditors 
who had, as a matter of fact, received such a preference the 
onus of proving that the payment was made in the ordinary 
course of business, and not with the intention of giving a prefer- 
ence,”’ was unsuccessful, 

For our part we think the Inspector-General very much 
exaggerates the importance of the question and the frequency 
of its occurrence in actual experience. We quite agree that the 
fact that a payment made to a creditor with a view not of prefer- 
ring the creditor himself, but of relieving a ntor, is not a 
fraudulent preference, which was established by the decision in 
Re Mills, Ex parte Official Receiver (58 L. T. 235, 871, W. N., 
1888, p. 24), is an anomaly, and an alteration of the law so as to 
cover such a case might be beneficial. But we think the Legis- 
lature exercised a wise caution in not interfering too rashly with 
the general question, and we do not agree that it would be a 
discreet policy to charge a creditor receiving payment of his 
debt on the eve of the bankruptcy of his debtor, apparently in 
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the ordinary course of business, with the onus of shewing that it 
was paid to him without the intention of giving him a prefer- 
ence. Nor can we see how it would affect the result, even if 
such a provision were enacted, inasmuch as it would be quite as 
easy for a creditor to prove this fact as it is for him to disprove 
a prima facie case against him on the part of a trustee. And, 
looking at the facilities which a trustee in bankruptcy is given 
by the Bankruptcy Act, to examine on oath the bankrupt and 
creditor, and elicit from them, under a thorough cross-examina- 
tion beforehand, all the facts appertaining to the case, surely 
this is quite sufficient advantage to give a trustee over a person 
from whom he may seek to recover a fraudulent preference paid 
to him. In such cases it is often the person who has received 
the payment who is placed at the mercy of the trustee and bank- 
rupt, for if a bankrupt swears that he made the payment with a 
view to prefer the creditor, the latter has no answer to the claim 
for repayment—although he might have received the money in 
the most perfect good faith on his part, and without the slightest 
suspicion of the intention on the part of the payor—as it is im- 
possible for him, in such case, to disprove what the bankrupt 
might choose to swear. It was with this hardship on the part 
of the creditor in view that the Legislature in 1869 passed the 
proviso to section 92 of the Bankruptcy Act of that year, to the 
effect that the section should ‘not affect the rights of a pur- 
chaser, payee, or incumbrancer in good faith and for valuable 
consideration,” which was so fully discussed and judicially in- 
terpreted by the House of Lords in the case of Butcher v. Stead 
(24 W. R. 462, L. R. 7 H. L. Cas. 839). The practical effect of 
this proviso was demonstrated by that decision to be that it was 
next to impossible to set aside any fraudulent preference which 
might have been made; and so in passing the present Act the 
law as it existed prior to the Act of 1869 was practically re- 
verted to, and for our part we think that to deviate therefrom, 
either on the one side or the other, would be to incur a danger 
of creating greater hardships than the change would be likely 
to remedy. ; 

The question of private arrangements between debtors and 
their creditors has been a thorn in the side of the Inspector- 
General in Bankruptcy ever since he undertook that office. In 
the first report which he presented, dealing with the period from 
the 31st of March, 1884, to the 31st of March, 1885, he was dis- 
pa to treat the subject lightly, and to trust that as “‘the 

neficial operation of the Bankruptcy Act’ came to be more 
appreciated, private arrangements would decrease to such an 
extent as to become the rare exception. It is interesting to 
trace through his various reports the evident reluctance with 
which he has to admit that his sanguine expectations have not 
been realized, and to find that even registered deeds, under the Act 
of 1887, amount to over seventy-five per cent. as many as 
bankruptcies, and that they deal with assets to a larger amount 
than those disposed of under bankruptcy proceedings, whilst 
unregistered arrangements he has, of course, no account of, and 
cannot in any way gauge the extent to which they are resorted to. 
In his last report, prior to the one we are now discussing, he 
winds up his remarks upon the subject of private arrangements 
by the admission that “if due provision can be made for the 
protection of the public interests involved, and for securing to 
every creditor a reasonable share of influence in deciding upon 
the method of procedure, there seems to be no reason why 
additional facilities should not be given for conferring on a 
certain majority of the creditors, in cases where no question of 
conduct is involved, the power to bind a minority by the terms of 
the deed, as far as regards the realization of the debtor's estate.” 
This was a decided advance in the direction which stubborn facts 
shew to be the general desire of the commercial community, and 
left the door open to an unprejudiced discussion of the whole 
subject, and it is satisfactory to find that he has not gone back 
from that ogee in his last report, but, on the contrary, has made 
considerable strides in the same direction. He now says, “I 
believe these two methods of administration” |7.¢., bankruptcy 
and deeds of arrangement | ‘“‘ought to be regarded as comple- 
mentary to each other. There are cases in which no good object 
can be served by bringing the administration of the debtor’s estate 
under the control of the Bankruptcy Court. If a debtor has been 
unfortunate, and if his affairs are obviously regular and 
correct, and require no ‘judicial investigation, it would 
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unduly delay the realization of his estate, without any benefit to 
the creditors or to the public, to require him to undergo a public 
examination. At the same time, it is desirable that this method 
of administration should be reserved for the unfortunate, and 
should not be made the means of evading the wholesome 
restraints of the bankruptcy law, which are imposed in the 
interests of the whole community.”” He then proceeds to give a 
number of cases in which private arrangements have been 
carried or attempted, and which he uses as a warning how 
the system is open to abuse, and he concludes his remarks upon 
the subject with the following suggestions :—‘‘ On the other hand, 
it is alleged that, in many cases in which no offences against 
commercial morality have been committed, individual creditors 
often stand out against the desire of the majority to wind up 
the estate by means of a private arrangement. No instance in 
which cases of this class have been forced, contrary to the 
wishes of the majority, into bankruptcy during the past year 
has been brought under my notice. It may, however, readily 
be admitted, for the sake of argument, that such cases do some- 
times occur, and that there are thus opposite defects in the 
present practice which it is desirable, if possible, to remove. 
The question, therefore, arises whether these evils can be 
remedied without destroying the integrity of the Bankruptcy 
Act. To give any majerity of creditors the power to condone 
the offences which that Act condemns and punishes would be to 
degrade commercial morality into a question of barter, and to 
undo much of the benefit which the Act has conferred upon 
honest and prudent trade. What appears to be required, there- 
fore, is to give any dissenting creditor the power to bring a deed 
of arrangement which affects his interest before the court, and 
to give the court the power, when satisfied that it has been 
assented to by a certain majority of the creditors, and that no 
offences under the bankruptcy law have been committed, and 
that no judicial investigation is necessary, to make the deed 
binding upon all the creditors. With a measure passed on 
these lines, safeguarding, on the one hand, the interests which 
the bankruptcy law was designed to protect, and providing, on 
the other, against obstructive tactics on the part of an unreason- 
able minority, it might be fairly hoped that the controversy 
between the advocates of private arrangements on the one hand 
and bankruptcy on the other would be closed, and that the two 
systems might be regarded as forming together a complete code 
of bankruptcy procedure.” 

Greeting with satisfaction, as we do, the return to common 
sense displayed by the Inspector-General in the remarks which 
we have quoted at length, it is not our intention or desire to 
subject his suggestions to too close a criticism, but rather to 
assist in working out the suggestions to a practical solution. 
We may, however, remark that if hereafter legislative sanction 
should be given to the suggestions in any shape it will not be 
surprising to find that the lessons which, in the meantime, prac- 
titioners have been taught as to the practicability of carrying 
out schemes of private arrangement without any publicity at all 
(for complete privacy is an object often desired by creditors even 
more than debtors) may still bear fruit, and that what would 
probably have been the effect of a statute passed some years 
ago, rendering it possible for a certain majority of creditors to 
bind a minority to a reasonable arrangement, to bring in prac- 
tically all arrangements between debtors and creditors so as to 
enable full and accurate statistics of the insolvency of the country 
to be prepared, cannot now be so completely relied upon. But 
with regard to the Inspector-General’s suggestion that the power 
should be given to a dissenting creditor to bring the matter 
before the court, we think this would be “ beginning at the 
wrong end of the stick.” A more practicable procedure, it 
seems to us, would be for the deed to be lodged in court and an 
appointment made to hear an application to register it and make 
it binding upon all creditors, and to serve notice thereof by 
registered post upon all the creditors, thus giving them an 
opportunity to shew cause against the registration, and when 
once registered to make it binding on all the creditors, provided 
a certain majority have signified their assent to it either by 
executing the deed or by signing an assent to its provisions. 
And it would give effect to the Inspector-General’s precaution if 
the official receiver of the district were required to make a pri- 
vate investigation into the circumstances of each case and to re- 
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port to the court thereon on the hearing of the application. On 
the other hand, if every offence under the Bankruptcy Act should 
be made a fatal objection to the registration of a deed of arrange- 
ment, we fear that the very stringency of such a provision would 
effectually defeat the general operation of any Act which might 
be passed. It might, therefore, very well be left to the court, in 
cases where the offences committed come only within the category 
of minor offences under the Bankruptcy Act, to exercise a judicial 
discretion as to whether the arrangement should or should not 
be made binding. 


A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 
Custody of Children Act, 1891 (54 Vict. c. 3). 


So far we have considered the manner in which the court is likely 
to exercise the discretion conferred upon it by section 1, but with 
this section, must be compared section 3. The former authorizes 
the court in certain cases to refuse to issue a writ of habeas corpus. 
The latter assumes that the writ has been issued, and places restric- 
tions upon the order for the delivery of the child to the parent which 
may be subsequently made. Two cases are mentioned, (a) where the 
parent has abandoned or deserted the child, and (b) where he has 
allowed it to be brought up by another person—the word ‘‘ person ” 
here includes a school or institution (section 5)—at that other person’s 
expense, or by the guardians of a poor law union, for such a length 
of time, and under such circumstances, as to satisfy the court that 
the parent has been unmindful of his parental duties. In these 
cases the court is forbidden to make an order for the delivery of the 
child to the parent, unless the parent has satisfied the court that, 
having regard to the welfare of the child, he is a fit person to have 
the custody of it. It may be doubted whether this provision matches 
very well with section 1, seeing that, as we have already pointed 
out, it seems to be implied by that section that in cases of abandon- 
ment and desertion the custody of the child ought not to be given 
to the parent in any case. This, however, seems to be due to care- 
lessness of drafting. The point to be noticed is that in the cases 
mentioned the parent is placed in a completely new position. The 
presumption being against his claim to custody, the welfare of the 
child is now put in the foreground, and, having regard to this, he 
must affirmatively establish his own fitness. 

Of course the provision just considered is meant to meet the case 
where a parent voluntarily places his child in an institution and then 
capriciously demands it back. If, however, he asks for the child to 
be delivered, not to himself, but to a responsible guardian or to a 
rival institution, section 3 dccs not seem to be in point, and, unless 
the court can exercise its discretion so as to refuse to issue the 
writ under section 1, the present rule that the wish of the parent 
must be obeyed appears to remain in force. Section 2 provides, 
indeed, that the parent may be ordered to pay the whole or part of 
the costs incurred in bringing up the child, but this, too, is only in 
case of delivery to the parent, and it is not clear that the provision 
applies where the delivery is made to another person or institution at 
the parent’s direction. 

A somewhat curious provision is introduced by section 4, that, 
where the court refuses the parent the custody of the child, but the 
child is being brought up in a different religion to that in which the 
parent has a legal right to require that it shall be brought up, the 
court may make an order for it to be brought up in accordance with 
the parent’s rights. Then follows the condition that nothing in the 
Act is to interfere with or affect the power of the court to consult the 
wishes of the child in considering what order ought to be made, or 
diminish the right which any child now possesses to the exercise of its 
own free choice, but this seems to be hardly in point. Remembering 
that the court to which reference is made is apparently one dealing 
with the disposal of the child on habeas corpus, it is not clear that at 
the present time it has any power at all to consider the religion of 
the child. Moreover, apart from this, and assuming that the court 
has the powers of the Chancery Division, it does not appear that these 
extend to consulting the wishes of the child. Important in this 
respect is the case of Re Newbery (L. R. 1 Ch. 263) where two children, 
a boy of fourteen and a girl of eleven, wished to be brought up by 
their mother among the Plymouth Brethren. It was held that their 
wishes were immaterial, and that they must be brought up as mem- 
bers of the Church of England, of which their father had been a 
clergyman. What the court will do, however, is to see that the 
religion of the child is not changed after it has so far imbibed the 
peculiar tenets of the religion that the change would be prejudicial 
to it: Stourton v. Stourton (8 D. M. & G. 760); and apparently it is 
this power that should have been preserved by the section. 

The Act will doubtless make it easier for the Queen’s Bench Division 
to control the parent’s rights when he attempts to get the custody of 
his children by habeas corpus, but it is not a very satisfactory piece of 








legislation, and the mode in which it has been drafted is quite un- 
worthy of the importance of the subject. 


The Tithe Act, 1891 (54 Vict. c. 8). 


This Act is concerned chiefly with the recovery of tithe rent- 
charge, but it also deals with the remission of the charge in certain 
cases and with the recovery of rates on the charge, while there are 
miscellaneous provisions relating to the making of rules, &c. Under 
these various heads, therefore, it will be convenient to treat it. 


I.—THE RECOVERY OF TITHE RENT-CHARGE. 


Hitherto the recovery of tithe rent-charge has been regulated by 
sections 80 to 85 of the Tithe Act, 1836 (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 71), and the 
enactments amending them, and the intention of the Legislature 
appears to have been that the landowner should pay the charge, an 
occupier paying it being, by section 80, allowed to deduct the amount 
from his rent. But this intention was, toa great extent, frustrated 
by special contracts between the landowner and the occupier, by 
which the liability was thrown upon the latter, and the policy of the 
present Act is to revert to and more effectually carry out the original 
design. 

Thus tithe rent-charge is now to be payable by the landowner, 
notwithstanding any contract between him and the occupier, and any 
such contract made after the passing of the Act—that is, after the 
26th of March, 1891—for payment of the charge by the occupier is 
to be void. As to contracts made before this date, they cease to 
impose on the occupier any direct liability to pay the charge, but he 
is liable to repay to the landowner the amount properly paid by the 
latter. The Act, however, expressly avoids oy any personal 
liability on the landowner, and payment of the tithe rent-charge 
can only be enforced in the manner therein provided, namely, by 
distress or recovery of possession, where the owner is in occupation, 
or where the rent payable by a tenant is less than the rack-rent of 
the land, and is insufficient to satisfy the tithe rent-charge ; and in 
other cases by the appointment of a receiver of the rents and profits. 
Hence the points for consideration are the following: (1) the 
liability of the landowner for the payment of the tithe rent-charge, 
a matter which involves the definition of the terms “‘ landowner” and 
‘* tithe rent-charge”’ as well as the nature of the liability in question ; 
(2) the right of the landowner to be reimbursed by the occupier 
under contracts made before the 26th day of March, 1891; (3) the 
made of proceeding against the landowner in the county court; (4) 
the mode of enforcing an order made by the county court (@) when 
the owner is in occupation, (b) when the tenant holds at a rent less 
than a rack-rent and insufficient to pay the tithe rent-charge, (c) in 
other cases. The provisions of the Act on these and other matters 
will be considered with reference to the rules which have been made 
under the Act. 

(1) The liability of the landowner for payment of the tithe rent- 
charge.—By section 1 (1) tithe rent-charge as defined by the Act 
issuing out of any lands is to be payable by the owner of the lands, 
notwithstanding any contract made between him and the occupier of 
the lands. The definition of tithe rent-charge is given in. section 9 
(2), but before considering this it is necessary to remember the various 
forms under which tithe now exists. For practical purposes it is 
sufficiently correct to say that ordinary tithes in kind vm 
everywhere converted into tithe rent-charge under the Tithe Cox 
mutation Acts, but this is not so with regard to the corn rents which, 
in the course of the last century and the early part of the present, 
were frequently substituted for tithes issuing out of common fields 
upon the occasion of the inclosure of these under local Acts. By 
section 1 of the Tithe Act of 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 93) provision was 
made for the conversion of such corn rents into tithe rent-charges of 
the same nature and subject to the same incidents as ordinary tithe 
rent-charge. Extraordin tithe rent-charge has been recently 
dealt with by the Act of 1886 (49 & 50 Vict. c. 54), and provision has 
been made for the recovery of the fixed annual rent-charge into 
which it has been converted. As might be expected, therefore, the 
present definition of tithe rent-charge includes rent-charges which 
have been substituted for corn rents, but it does not include the fixed 
annual rent-charges which have been substituted for extraordinary 
tithe rent-charge. Of less importance are the provisions that it shall 
not extend to rent-charges payable under the Act of 1860 (see sec- 
tions 18, 19, and 24) in t of tithes on any gated or stinted 
pasture, nor on rates payable per head for cattle turned on land sub- 
ject to common rights. Section 10 of the present Act also excludes 
from its operation sums due on account of tithe rent-charge 
which were in arrear before the passing of the Act, and the recovery 
of tithe rent-charge issuing out of the lands of a railway company is 
left to be governed as before by 7 & 8 Vict. c. 85, s. 22. 

For the meaning of the term ‘‘owner” of lands the Act refers 
(section 9 (1), to the Act of 1836, and it will still be necessary to 
have recourse to the complicated definition given in section 12 
of the latter Act. According to this the owner is in general 
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person in actual possession of the land or in receipt of the 
rents and ts thereof, but certain tenants are excluded, viz., 
those hol: for life, or lives, or years, at a rent of not less 


than two-thirds of the clear yearly value of the premises, and 
also all tenants for terms of years which have not exceeded fourteen 
from their commencement. Where, however, there is‘a tenant 
‘or life or lives, or for a term of years which has exceeded fourteen 
years from its commencement, holding at a rent of less than two- 
thirds the clear yearly value, then he is reckoned as having an 
interest in the ownership, and ranks as joint-owner with the rever- 
sioner. There is also joint ownership where possession has been taken, 
or receipt of rents and profits obtained, under an execution or a 
receivership order, the joint-owners being the execution debtor and 
the person in possession under the execution or order. These provi- 
sions are of importance in considering service upon joint-owners and 
the remedies against an owner who is in occupation of the land. 

As to the nature of the liability imposed upon the landowner, it has 
been already remarked that this is not a personal liability, section 2 
(9) expressly providing that nothing in the Act shall impose any 
personal liability on the owner of lands for the payment of any tithe 
rent-charge. In other words, an order for payment cannot be made 
against him, and the titheowner is restricted to his statutory remedies 
by distress or the appointment of a receiver, both of which have to 
be put in motion through the county court. 


(2) The right of the landowner to be re-imbursed by the occupier under 
contracts made before the 26th day of March, 1891.—This right is pro- 
vided for by sub-sections (2) and (3) of section 1. The former 
enacts that where the occupier is liable under such a contract, he 
shall cease to be bound by it, but instead fhere is imposed upon him 
a statutory liability ‘to pay to the owner such sum as the owner 
has properly paid on account of the tithe rent-charge which such 
occupier is liable under his said contract to pay, exclusive of any costs 
incurred or paid by the owner in respect of such tithe rent-charge.” 
From the words immediately following these it would seem that to 
enable the landowner to establish this liability he should obtain from 
the titheowner a receipt stating expressly that the sum was paid in 
respect of the particular rent-charge in question. The concluding 
= of the section provides that in the case of several occupiers of 

d subject to one rent-charge each shall be liable to pay only his 
fair proportion, namely, such proportion as the rateable value of the 
lands occupied by him bears to the rateable value of the whole of the 
lands occupied by such occupiers. The important part of the section, 
so far as the landowner is concerned, is the restriction on the amount 
which he can recover. This is only the sum properly paid by him on 
account of tithe rent-charge, and does not extend to any costs which 
he may have incurred. Should he, therefore, take any steps to resist 
payment this will be at his own risk entirely. We shall notice 
pi mec the provision of section 2 (6) under which, in the cases 
now under consideration, the landowner ought to serve an occupier’s 
liability notice on the titheowner. 

Sub-section (3) provides that the amount shall be recoverable from 
the occupier by distress in the manner provided by sections 81 and 85 
of the Act of 1836, and not otherwise. The effect, therefore, is simply 
to substitute the landowner for the titheowner in the exercise of this 
remedy. As regards the titheowner, it was formerly necessary for 
him to wait till the rent-charge was in arrear for twenty-one days, and 
moreover, before he could distrain, he had to give or leave ten days’ 
notice in writing at the usual or last known residence of the tenant in 
possession. The provision as to waiting for twenty-one days does not 
seem to be any longer applicable, and the landowner, it is presumed, 
can distrain at any time after he has himself paid the rent-charge on 

iving ten days’ notice of his intention to do so. In the event of 
there being no sufficient distress on the premises the titheowner had, 
under section 82, the right to take possession by a writ of habere facias 

ionem, but this remedy is not conferred upon the landowner. He 

. however, the extension of the power of distress given by section 

85, and may distrain on any other lands in the same parish occupied 
by the same occupier, whether as owner or as tenant under himself. 

(3) The mode of proceeding against the landowner in the county court.— 
Section 2 (1) provides that where any sum due on account of tithe 
rent-charge issuing out of any lands is in arrear for not less than 
three months, the person entitled to such sum may apply to the county 
court, and the court may order the said sum, or so much thereof as 

to be due, to be recovered in the manner provided by the 
Act; and tithe rent-charge as defined by the Act is not to be 
recovered in any other manner. It is possible that the expression 
tithe rent-charge, as used at the beginning of this section, is general, 
and not confined to tithe rent-charge as defined by the Act, so that 
in the case of fixed annual charges in lieu of extraordinary tithe 
rent-charge, and in the vase of a rent-charge payable in respect of 
tithes on a gated or stinted pasture, the present remedy would be 
available in addition to those already existing. If this is so, then pro- 
ceedings for the recovery of tithe rent-charge in the cases just named 
may, and in all other cases must, be commenced by an application to 
the county court by the titheowner, and, if successful, payment will 





be enforced. by the officers of the county court in the manner provided 
by the Act. 

‘. this connection it is important to notice the provision of section 
2 (6) with regard to the service of an occupier’s liability notice. We 
have already (ante, p. 741) stated our reasons for thinking that this 
notice was only intended to be served as a part of the county court 
proceedings, but the enactment is by no means clear, and it will be 
a prudent precaution for landowners to serve it on the tithe-owner in 
every case where he has a tenant under liability to pay the tithe 
rent-charge under a contract made before the passing of the Act. 
Unless he does so he may find himself unable to distrain. Failure 
to serve the notice may, however, be cured where it can be shewn 
that there was good and sufficient cause for it, and that the occupier 
has not been prejudiced. Rules 36 to 38 prescribe the mode of 
applying to the county court for a certificate to this effect. 

The application by the tithe-owner is regulated by rules 2 to 14, 
taken in connection with rules 44 to 50 as to the service of notices. 
The tithe-owner’s notice of application is to be filed with the regis- 
trar of the court, together with as many copies as there are persons 
to be served (rule 2). Forms of application are given in the appendix 
to the rules, and these vary according as the owner of the land is or 
is not in occupation, and according as an occupier’s liability notice 
has been served. In the last case the applicant is to file a copy of 
the notice with the registrar (rules; 3 and 6). The registrar then 
appoints a day for hearing, and causes notice of the application to 
be served on the landowner, and, where necessary, on the occupier, 
the service being effected at least ten clear days before the hearing 
(rules 4 and 7). Any landowner or occupier who is thus served is 
referred to in the rules as a respondent. It is the duty of a 
respondent, if he desires to oppose the application, to file notice of 
opposition with the registrar. This must be done five clear days 
before the hearing, and the notice must state the grounds of opposi- 
tion. Apparently, too, notice of opposition should be given, although 
it is merely intended to apply for time for payment (rules 5 and 11, 
and see form 5). The registrar on the same day causes notice of the 
opposition to be sent to the applicant. Where there is no such 
notice an order may be made without a hearing (rule 8), but where 
the notice is out of time the respondent may be allowed an oppor- 
tunity of being heard on such terms as to payment into court or 
otherwise as the court thinks fit (rule 9). Where after notice of 
opposition no respondent appears at the hearing, the applicant may 
forthwith get his order without proof of his title to the rent-charge 
claimed, and the same costs of solicitor and witnesses are to be 
allowed as if a respondent had appeared (rule 10). By section 5 (1) 
of the Act’the application may be made on behalf of the titheowner 
by his agent, although not a solicitor, but such agent must, if 
required, produce a written authority from the titheowner, or else 
satisfy the registrar that he has general authority to collect tithe 
rent-charge on his behalf (rule 12). By section 5 (2) the applicant 
will get no costs either of solicitor or witness where the amount 
claimed is paid without further proceedings, or where the notice of 
opposition simply states an intention to apply for time for payment. 
Moreover, when notice of opposition is duly given the costs of a 
solicitor are only to be allowed for work done subsequent to the 
notice. The fees payable are set out in the schedule to the Act, 
and are, for notice of the application, one shilling for every five 
pounds claimed, with a maximum fee of ten shillings, and, for making 
the order, one shilling and sixpence for every five pounds, with a 
maximum of fifteen shillings. 


REVIEWS. 
INDEX OF CASES JUDICIALLY NOTICED. 

INDEX OF CASES JUDICIALLY NorIceD (1865—1890), BEING A LIST 
OF ALL THE CASES CITED IN JUDGMENTS REPORTED IN THE ‘“‘ LAW 
Reports,” ‘ LAw JOURNAL,” ‘‘ LAW TIMES,” AND ‘‘ WEEKLY 
REPORTER” FROM MICHAELMAS TERM, 1865, TO THE END OF 1890; 
WITH THE PLACES WHERE THEY ARE SO CITED. By GEORGE JOHN 
Tatpor and Huon Fort, Barristers-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

This is an invaluable tool for the worker among cases ; supplying, 
as it does, during the period which it covers, the place of the often 
imperfect and unsystematic ‘‘ noting up” of cases in the various series 
of reports. The way in which the tool is to be used % this: You 
find a case which appears to decide the question you have in hand, 
but you want to know whether it has been subsequently judicially 
questioned or confirmed. You turn to the name of the case, given in 
large type in this work, and you find following it, in smaller type, 
the names, references to reports, and dates, of every reported case, 
since 1865, in the judgments of which it has been in any way noticed. 
No doubt you will find some of the references of little practical use, 
but, on the other hand, you will ascertain, with the least possible 
trouble, everything which has been said with regard to the case by 
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the judges. It is not a little curious to compare the lengths of the 
various strings of references and to observe the rapidity with which 
they accumulate with regard to certain decisions. For instance, there 
is Derry v. Peek (38 W. R. 33, 14 App. Cas. 337), finally decided in 
1889, with quite a respectable tail of six cases. So far as we have 
tested the work we have found it accurate and complete, and we hope 
that the members of the legal profession will reward the labour which 
has been bestowed for their benefit. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LANGUAGE OF CONVEYANCING PRECEDENTS. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Your observations at pp. 757-8 of the last number on the use 
of the words ‘‘ death” and ‘‘ decease” in conveyancing forms will, it 
is hoped, result in the editors of books of forms paying closer atten- 
tion to the work of revision. If you could extend your observations 
to the want of uniformity in the phrases used in modern drafts, the 
result could not fail to be of advantage to your readers. In the 
majority of the collections of conveyancing forms now before the 
profession, so many different expressions occur, intended to convey 
the same meaning, that variety, not uniformity, in this respect would 
seem to have been the aim of the editors, notwithstanding the advice 
to the contrary long ago given by Mr. Davidson in vol. 1 of his 
‘Conveyancing Precedents.” 

In one work, quite modern, a vendor gives an acknowledgment as 
to deeds, &c., and these, in different parts of the work, are referred to 
as documents, deeds and documents, deeds and writings, muniments 
of title, deeds and muniments of title, deeds and documents of title. 
In the same work there is as much variety in the references to the 
subject-matter of the deeds; and in appointments under powers, the 


powers are made in execution of powers vested, in exercise of powers 
vested or given or contained, in pursuance of powers contained, by virtue 
and in exercise of powers vested or contained. In drafts and deeds now 


often met with in practice, and in at least two printed books, there 
occur, in the habendum, the words ‘‘ heirs and assigns in fee 
simple 

A new edition of Mr. Davidson’s ‘‘ Precedents in Conveyancing,” 
thoroughly well brought up to date, and with close attention paid by 
the different editors to the necessity of securing uniformity of ex- 
pression and of common forms, might go a long way towards effecting 
an improvement in conveyancing forms; but is there any chance of 
such an edition being published ? 

[See observations under the head of ‘‘ Current Topics.’’ We fear 
that there is no prospect of a new edition of Davidson.—Ep. S. J.] 
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BILLS OF SALE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—-I have read your comments on the suggested amendments of 
the law by the Inspector-General in Bankruptcy. With reference to 
bills of sale, I daresay you will remember that previously to the 
abolition of imprisonment for debt a bill of sale was a comparatively 
rare transaction, and if it was resorted to, it was equally rare to find 
it to be fraudulent, but ever since such abolition the system of giving 
these instruments has been so extensively adopted that it is almost 
impossible for a creditor to reap any benefit from a fi. fa. Notwith- 
standing the precautions that have been taken by the Legislature 
(singularly defective as they are), I firmly believe that in nine cases 
out of ten almost any bill of sale, except those taken by the money- 
lenders, could be upset if it was possible to get at the true facts. I 
have in my time disputed many, and have almost invariably suc- 
ceeded ; but one cannot always persuade a client to run the risk and 
expense of fighting an interpleader issue, and I am inclined to agree 
with the view of the Inspector-General, that as against creditors and 
a trustee in bankruptcy bills of sale should be absolutely void. 

It is not, however, likely that Parliament will so legislate, and 
therefore I think that further protection should be afforded to 
creditors against these instruments. For this purpose I suggest that 
there should be a Consolidation Act with the following additional 
provisions :—That no bill of sale should be given as security for 
any debt other than for money advanced at the time it is given. 
That an affidavit should be filed by grantor and grantee stating the 
amount paid as consideration, and that it was paid and received by 
each respectively. Further, that the bill should have no effect upon 
any property therein comprised remaining unpaid for at the date of 
the transaction, and the affidavit by the grantor should go to this. 
I, of course, mean that all the other safeguards in the existing Acts 
should be preserved. 

I think that if provisions to the effect herein indicated were enacted 
it would be found that the system of debtors living on the fat of the 














land, as many do by defying their creditors, would be 
limited. 
53, New Broad-street, London, E.C., Sept. 23. 





COUNTY COURT COSTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—Will you be good enough to favour your readers with your 
opinion on the following rule, which has recently been adopted by 
one of the Metropolitan county court judges :—That when a defend- 
ant before action brought promises to pay a debt, the plaintiff has 
no right to employ a solicitor, and solicitor’s costs are not to be 
allowed. INQUIRER. 


[See observations under head of ‘‘ Current Topics.”-—Eb. S.J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
REVELL v. READ—23rd September. 
DisMIssaAL or ScHOOLMASTER—INJUNCTION—NorTicE or DrsMissaL. 


This was a motion to restrain the defendants, the Rev. J . T. Read, 
William Cropper, and James Sykes, from removing the plaintiff from his 
office of schoolmaster of the New St. George’s School, Stalybridge, Lan- 
cashire, until after a regularly constituted meeting of the duly qualified 
managers of the school had been held and the plaintiff had had an omar 
tunity of defending himself before the meeting and his removal had been 
determined thereat. The plaintiff was appointed head master of the school 
in 1881, by a written agreement made between the vicar of Stalybridge, on 
behalf of the managers of the school, and the plaintiff. The agreement pro- 
vided for the notice of dismissal to be given to the plaintiff, and the terms 
of the agreement in this respect had been carried out, but the plaintiff 
complained that he had not been heard in his own defence. At the time of 
the appointment the managers were the then vicar and Dr. Hopwood and 
Mr. T. Harrison. In 1884 the vicar and Dr. Hopwood resigned, their 
position as managers. The defendant Read was appointed vicar and was 
a manager of the school, and a Mr. Simpson was elected a manager by 
Read and Harrison. On the death of Harrison in 1888 the defendant 
Cropper and a Mr. Mills were appointed managers. These three gentle- 
men continued to conduct and manage the school and to employ the 
plaintiff under the terms of the agreement. At a meeting of the school 
managers called in June, 1891, the defendant Read introduced the defend- 
ants Sykes and Cropper and a Mr. Hampton, since deceased, and declared 
that they were duly constituted managers. The plaintiff contended that 
the appointment of the last-mentioned managers by Read was made with 
the object of creating a ‘‘ servile majority ”’ through whom the dismissal 
of the plaintiff could be obtained, and that Simpson and Mills protested 
against the appointments. A resolution, of which due notice was given to 
the plaintiff, was, however, dismissing the plaintiff from his office 
on the 25th of September, 1891. The plaintiff alleged that the only quali- 
fied managers were Simpson and Mills, and that the resolution was of no 
effect. The plaintiff said that he had never been summoned to explain 
the charges which had been made against him, and was never afforded an 
opportunity of being heard. The universal practice was to carry on the 
affairs of the school by three managers only, and the power of dismissal 
had been improperly exercised. It was stated by the defendants that the 
two managers who, according to the plaintiff's case, had been improperly 
appointed had been appointed at the instance of the school inspector. 

Jeune, J., made no order on the motion except that the motion should 
stand to the trial. He said that it appeared that there had been a de facto 
appointment of managers, who gave the master notice and pursued the 
terms of the agreement. The soil was vested in the vicar, and it might 
very well be thst the whole power of appointment was vested in him.— 
Counssi, Edward Cutler, Q.C., and Lynn ; Marten, Q.C., and Eustace Smith. 
Soxtcrrons, Baker §& Nairne ; Woodcock, Ryland, § Parker. 


Re J. G. DELL—23rd September. 


Lunatic — Pavrer Lunatic —Iwprorer Derention— Money iy Court 
= ov 
BELONGING TO LuNatrc—Hapeas Curpus—Rvte Nis. 


This was an application for a habeas corpus to bring up an alleged lunatic, 
which was refused on Wednesday, the 16th of September, by Collins, J., 
on the ground that the evidence was insufficient to shew that all steps had 
been taken to obtain access to the person alleged to be improperly de- 
tained (ante, p. 761). The lunatic was detained in Hanwell Asylum asa 
pauper lunatic, though it appeared that there was a sum of money in court 
carried to the credit of the alleged lunatic and his incumbrancers. The 
person making the present motion was the solicitcr of the lunatic, and it 
was stated in evidence that application had been made for access to the 
alleged lunatic to the Commissioners in Lunacy, who had referred the 
applicant to Colney Hatch Asylum, from which he had been referred to 
Hanwell, of which the lunatic was now an inmate. The authorities of 
Hanwell, it was stated, had declined to give any information as to the 
reasons for the original incarceration and the present confinement. 

Jeune, J., after reading the evidence, granted a rule wisi for a habeas 
corpus to be served on the medical officer of the asylum to shew cause why 
the person alleged to be a lunatic was illegally detained.—Counss1, Clarke, 


Soxicrror, Elton. 
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KEMP v. THE SCHOOL BOARD OF CADDINGTON AND FLAMSTEAD— 
23rd September. 


Scuoor Boarp—Scnootmaster—DismissAL—Crminat Orrence—Norice or 
DismissaL—Eementary Epvucation Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vicr. c. 75), s. 
35—36 & 37 Vicr. c. 86, ScHEepuLE 3. 


This was an application by the plaintiff, who was the head master of a 
board school, appointed under the Elementary Education Act, 1870, to 
restrain the defendants, the school board, from removing him from his 
office of head master of the board school at Caddington, Luton, Bedford- 
shire, until due notice had been given terminating the plaintiff’s agree- 
ment with the defendants, and in the meantime to restrain the defendants 
from acting on a resolution dismissing the plaintiff from his office. The 

intiff had been charged with several criminal offences, all of which had 
soap athe except one, upon which he had ‘been committed for trial. 
On the 25th of August, 1891, notice was given by the board to the plain- 
tiff that charges had been made against him, and that a meeting would be 
held, at which he was requested to attend. An ordinary meeting gf the 
board was held on the 3rd of September, and on the 4th of September the 
plaintiff received a letter requesting him to resign, and as he declined to 
resign the board gave him notice of dismissal (September 7). By the 
35th section of the Elementary Education Act, 1870, it is provided that 
**a school board may appoint a clerk and a treasurer and other necessary 
officers, including the teachers required for any school provided by such 
board, to hold office during the pleasure of the board.’”? By 36 & 37 Vict. 
c. 86, Schedule 3, no business involving the appointment or dismissal of a 
teacher, or any new expense, or any payment except the ordinary periodical 
——_ is to be transacted unless notice in writing of the business has 

m sent to every member of the board four days at least before the meet- 
ing. There was evidence, on behalf of the board, that the proper notice 
had been given and the statutes complied with. The plaintiff claimed to 
be heard before being dismissed, but as he was under arrest at the time he 
could not be heard in his defence. Ex parte Richards (26 W. R. 695) was 
cited. 
Jevunz, J., said that, without deciding whether the plaintiff had a right 
to be heard or not, he was satisfied he ought not to interfere with the 
school pending the criminal trial, and ordered the motion to stand over 
on the plaintiff’s undertaking not to interfere with the school until after 
the criminal trial.-—-CownseL, Edward Cutler, Q.C., and Lynn; Boome. 
Soricrtors, Baker § Nairne ; J. G. Roberts, for William Austin, Luton. 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


Law Srupents’ Denatine Socrety.—The first meeting of the session 
will be held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening, 
October 6, at seven o’clock. Mr. G. Pitt-Lewis, Q.C., M.P., has kindly 
consented to open the subject for discussion, which is as follows :— ‘‘ That 
it is desirable to bring the circuit system into accordance with modern 
requirements by greatly reforming it, and by largely supplementing it by 
permanent sittings cf the county courts, with the unlimited jurisdiction 
of the High Court of Justice throughout England and Wales.’’. The 
society was established in 1836, for the discussion of legal and general 
subjects, and the delivery of an occasional address, or the reading of a 
paper. By the courtesy of the Incorporated Law Society, the meetings 
are held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, every Tuesday evening 
from October to May, and members are permitted the use of the library 
of the Incorporated Law Society for the purpose of the debates. Bar- 
risters, solicitors, articled clerks of solicitors, clerks who have been 
articled to solicitors, and members or students of any of the inns of 
court, or any of the Universities, are qualified for election as ordinary 
members. Gentlemen desirous of joining the society are requested to 
communicate with either of the honorary secretaries—Mr. J. D. Crawford, 
3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C., and Mr. H. F. Pattinson, 7, South- 
square, Gray’s-inn, W.C. 











LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

The Right Hon. James Patrick Bannerman Ronrenrtson, Q.C., M.P., 
Lord Advocate for Scotland, has been appointed Lord President of the 
High Court of Justice in Scotland, in the room of the late Right Hon. 
John Inglis, Lord Glencorse. Mr. Robertson is the son of the late Rev. 
R. Robertson, of Fortvirot, and was educated at the University of Edin- 
burgh. He was called to the Scottish bar in 1867, was made a Q.C. 
in 1885, and was appointed Solicitor-General for Scotland in the same 
year. In August, 1886, he was re-appointed to the same office, succeeding 
to the appointment of Lord Advocate in October, 1888, on the elevation of 
Mr. Macdonald to the post of Lord Justice Clerk. He was sworn in a 
Privy Councillor in the same year. He has represented Buteshire in 
Parliament since 1885. 


Mr. Anet Joun Ram, barrister, has been appointed Recorder of Hanley. 
Mr. Ram was called to the bar in 1872, and is a member of the Oxford 
Circuit. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Dissoivurtion. 
Grorce Pucr Jonzs and Tempter Lerusrivce Downy, solicitors (Pugh 
Jones & Down), 3, Pope’s Head-alley, Lombard-street, London. Aug. 7. 
[ Gazette, Sept. 22. 








GENERAL. 
The death is announced of Mr. John Nanson, clerk of the peace of Car- 
lisle, and for over forty years town clerk of that city. 


Sir Henry Hawkins is stated to have been much fatigued for some days 
after his journey to Aix-les-Bains, but he is now better and is gaining 
strength. 


The October number of the Law Quarterly Review will contain articles on 
Natural Law and the Behring Sea Question, by Mr. T. B. Browning 
(Toronto); Terminology in Contract, by Sir W. R. Anson, Bart.; The 
County Court System, by Mr. Charles Cautherley; Frankalmoign in the 
Twelfth and Thirteenth Centuries, by Professor F. W. Maitland; The 
American and British Systems of Patent Law, by Mr. J. H. Bakewell’; 
Maintenance Clauses, by Mr. J. Savill Vaizey: Wrongful Intimidation, 
a S. H. Leonard; and Note on the Vagliano Case, by Mr. J. R. 
Adams. 


The Times says that the report on civil justice during the past year in 
Lower Burmah by the Judicial Commissioner reveals an extraordinary state 
of affairs in regard to the advocates practising before the subordinate 
courts in that country. The commissioner had reason to suspect that 
many of the advocates were not properly licensed, and he therefore 
directed all the district officers to require advocates practising before them 
to produce their licences, with a view to having them submitted to the 
Chief Court in Rangoon for verification. The result was that out of 448 
advocates only 250 were able to send in licences, and of these it was found 
that some were forged and were not true extracts of any entry on the 
rolls, while in some cases the rolls themselves were found to have been 
tampcred with. The offenders, wherever possible, were prosecuted and 
punished, and a rule has now been made that all advocates shall take out 
fresh licences annually or cease to practise. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
DEATH. 
Wartsoy.—Sept. 18, at Hey House, Holcombe, near Bury, Ellen, the wife of Peregrine 
Watson, solicitor, Bury, aged 53. 








WARNING TO INTENDING Hovusr Purcuasers & Lessexs.— Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly examined by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, 0 posite Town Hall, Victoria-street, West- 
minster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c.—[ Apvr.] 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Sept. 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lowurep 1n CHANCERY. 

Avumomatic Fyre Curcx Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Fox & Juy, 
Chancery In, solors for liquidator 

Brar Creek Gov, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 19, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to David Ovenstone, 
Leadenhall st, the liquidator Foss & Ledsam, Abchurch Jn, solors for liquidator 

Execrric Arms anp Ammunition Synpicate, Limitkp—Petn for winding up, presented 
Sept 16, directed to be heard Sept 30 Bryson & Wells, Basinghall st, solors for petnrs 

GioucestTes County Scnoois Association, LinirEp—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 22, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frances Nathaniel Bayton, Queen st, Gloucester, the liquidator Hannam-Clark & 
Bayton, Queen st, Gloucester, solors for liquidator 

Hity’s Waresrary Estate anp GoLp Miyino Co, Limirep—By an order made by Collins, 
J., dated Sept 2, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be con- 
tinued Walker & Rowe, Bucklersbury, solors for petnr 

Loxpon anv CoLoy1aL Synpicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 9, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Ford, 23, College hill, Cannon st, the liquidator 

PorrsmoutsH Synxpicate, Limirep— itors are required, on or before Oct 18, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr Flaxman 
Haydon, New City chmbrs, 121, Bishopsgate st Within, the liquidator Walls & Co, 
Queen Victoria st, solors for liquidator 

Sreritine, Liuirep—Petn for winding up presented Aug 29, directed to be heard Wefore 
Stirling. J, Oct 31 Ward & Co, Gracechurch st, solors for petnrs 

Wryvsean State Quarry Co, Liwrren—Creditors are uired, on or before Oct 12, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Jones, Snowdon st, Portmadoc, the liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Samprorp Courtenay Men’s Frienpty Socirty, New inn, Sampford Courtenay Sept 15 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limrrep 1n CHANCERY. 
Rucsy Corser Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 15, to send their 
= names and ad es, and the names and addresses of their solicitoys (if any), and the: 
rticulars of their debts or claim, to David Emanuel Danby, Church st, Rugby, the: 
iquidator Wratislaw, Church st Rugby, solor for liquidator 
Upper Roopreroort Gop Mixine Co, Lumtrep—Creditors are uired, on or before Nov 
2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Henry Goodier Turner, Arthur Hibbert, and Abraham Levy, the liquidators, care of 
Messrs. McDiarmid & Teather, 5, Newman’s ct, Cornhill 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Howpen-Le-Wear Co-oreraTive AND Inpustriat Society, Lourep, Bridge st, Howden- 
le-Wear, Durham Sept 18 2 
InkERMAN Pueewix Sick Funp Socizry, Middlesex Hall, Middlesex st, Somers Town 
19 


SmeTHWwick AND OvpBuRY GENERAL ProvipeNT AND Beyevouent Lystiturion Socigry, 
’s Schoul, Spon In, Smethwick Sept 18 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 

London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept 22. 


Butcock, Maria, Clitheroe, Lancaster. Oct. 17. Bulcock v. Bulcock, Registrar, Man- 
chester Addleshaw & Warburton, Manchester 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 15. 


Axpricut, Josern, Charlbury, Oxon, Gent Nov 16 Lincoln, Mark lane and Croydon 
ANDREW, Vr Wayre, Sawbridgeworth, Herts, Clerk in Holy Orders Dec15 Fraser 
& Co, V Wisbech 


Bircuat, Ricuarp, Warrington, Plasterer Oct 15 Browne, Warrington 

Buunspon, Freperick Tuomas, retired Builder Oct 31 Sawbridge & Son, Aldermanbury 
BrapsHaw, Tuomas, New Wortley, Leeds, Butcher Oct 12 Scott, Leeds 

Diese, Tuomas W1i11AM, Dorking, Surrey, Gent Oct 17 Down & Co, Dorking 

Dixon, CaroLivE Georgiana Sreap, Henley-on-Thames Oct 17 Veale Brothers, Bristol 


Frarman, Henry, Charles st, Hatton grd, Builder. Oct 23. James & James, Ely pl, 
Holborn circus 
Fie_p, Henny, Glossop, Derby, Weaver. 


Furyt, James, Somercotes, nr Alfreton, Derby. 


Oct 30. Davis, Glossop 

Sept 30. Stone & Symonds, Wirksworth 
Knight, Manchester 

Oct 31. Hoyle & Co, New- 


Oct 31. Hoyle & 


GREENHALGH, WicLi1Am, Pendlebury, Lancs. Nov 1. 


Jounson, Ropert, Newcastle upon Tyne, Wholesale Grocer. 
castle upon Tyne 
Mrirrorp, JosepH Staniey, Newcastle upon Tyne, Railway Engineer. 
Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Oct 12. Scott, Leeds 


Movtp, Tuomas, New Leeds, Gent. 
Pearce, CuHarLes, Ramsgate, Gent. Nov2. O & A Daniel, Ramsgate 
Preen, Exiza, Aberystwith, Cardigan Oct 12 Lamb & Stephens, Hereford 


Rosiyson, Witiiam, Church Stretton, Salop, Gent Nov 3 Willcock & Taylor, Wolver- 


hampton 
Scurerper, Jonny, Clipstone st, Watchmaker Oct 24 Minchin & Co, Metal Exchange 
Oct 12 Hockin & Co, Manchester 


ldgs, Gracechurch st 

Surroy, Joun, Manchester, Police Constable 

Te.iickx, Harriet, Worthing, Sussex, Coachbuilder Oct 17 Collett & Minton, Worthing 

Warsurton, Hannan, Darnall, Sheffield Oct 29 Wake & Sons, Sheffield 

Wituiams, Capt Tuzopore, Clarencedale, Northumberland, H.M.’s Body Guard Nov 10 
Sandersons & Weatherhead, Berwick upon Tweed 





Russert, Saran nana Sones Heath, Finchley rd, Hampstead Oct 2i Jenkinson & Go, 


Surru, Parker p? whe Welburn, Yorks, M.D. Oct20 Watts & Kitching, Scarborough 
Srove, Eatiy, Streatley, Berks Oct 31 H & C Collins, Reading 
Tuompsox, Witt1am, Banbury, Oxon, formerly Superintendent of Police Oct 20 Kilby 
& Mace, Banbury 
Wane, Geones, Cuthbert st, Paddington, Oilman Oct 18 Moggridge, Furnival’s inn 
Wiacurman, Evizasetu, Chard, Scmerset Aug2i Clarke & Lukin, Chard 
Woop, Joux, Rochdale, Chemist Oct 30 Blomley & Son, Todmorden 
Youne, Exizaseru, Twyford, Hants Oct21 FI & J C Warner, Winchester 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 22. 
Avams, Emma Jane, Crumpsall, Manchester Oct 22 Boote & Edgar, Manchester 
Arcuer, Tuomas Searancxe, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st, Architect Oct 31 Cobbold 
& Woolley, Chancery une a 
Bansour, Witriam Boy LE, Jermyn st, M.P. Oct22 Van Sandau & Co, King st, Cheap- 


side 
Bircuam, Witiiam, Reepham, Norfolk, Esq Oct 31 Bircham & Co, Parliament st, West- 


r 

Bostock, James Waurer, Jacob st, Bethnal green, Plasterer Oct 19 Slater, Finsbury 
pavement 

Browyeg, Georce Ricuarp, Church ct, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside, Solicitor Oct 24 
Browne & Co, Church ct, Old Jewry 

Butter, Hotpert Witsox Trev oR, Maresfield Rectory, Sussex, Esq Oct 19 Bradshaw 
& Son, Cornhill 

Cae, Saran, Cardiff Oct 25 Morgan, Carditf 


Crawrorp, Joun Gorpoy, Mornington rd, Regent’s park, Gent Oct 30 Shaen & Co, 




















































ford row 
Coreen Samepts Os Cranleigh, Surrey, Doctor of Medicine Oct 31 Bullock & Worthing- 
mn, Man 


Da Care b ase Tasco, Rue de Courcelles, Paris, Gent Nov 2 Lindo & Co, Cole- 


Demat . Guildford, Surrey, Gent Oct 16 Smallpiece & Sons, Guildford 

Gatton, Estuer, Kingston upon Hull Nov5 Leak & Co, Kingston upon Hull 4 

Garpyer, Josepn, Stetchworth, Cambs, Blacksmith Oct18 Fenn & Co, Newmarket “4 

Ham, Ricuarp, Bristol, Gent Oct 31 Burroughs, Bristol 4 

Hart, Heyry Naputatt, Eastbourne terrace, Paddington, Gent Nov 2 Lindo & Co, 
Coleman st- 


Hvcues, Tuomas, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Grocer Oct 17 Jones & Porter, Colwyn Bay 
Hurst, Miner we Wine Office ct, Fleet st, Gent Oct 31 Griffin, Southampton bldgs, 


cery lane ; 

fame, ye Sidcup, Kent, Bank Manager Oct 14 Jones & Linnet, Quality ct, Chan- : 

LowE, Hoven Maxey , Esq, Temple grdns, Solicitor Oct 24 WRL& D RL Lowe, 
le 


Tem 
Masxi11, Tuomas, Brotherton, Yorks, Farmer Nov3 Foster & Raper, Pontefract 














High Court Pet July 20 Ord Sept 14 


Wixpuam, Grorce, Richmond, Victoria, Australia, Corn Factor Dec 21 Perham, Bristol | Moort, Cuantes, Dullingham, Cambs, Miller Oct 18 Fenn & Co, Newmarket ad 
Wiyy, Mary, Horsley Fields, Wolverhampton Nov 3 Willcock & Taylor, Wolverhampton Mowsray, Jane Watiace, Darlington, Durham Oct 31 Lucas & Co, Darlington * 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Sept 18. Patmer, Aurrep, King Henry’s rd, Gent Nov 18 Collison & Co, Bedford row 
Arxrinsoy, Cuaries Joux, Plymouth, Gent Nov2 Jackson, Plymouth Parkinson, Mary Exizasetu, Margate Oct. 31 Brown, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Barueate, Auisoy, Falkner st, Liverpool Oct 16 Gregory & Co, Liverpool Pask, Jonny, Lincoln, Innkeeper Oct 16 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 
Bercer, Eiza, Portland pl, Lower Clapton Nov1 Wilde & Co, College hill | Perrect, Ropert Freperick Stropr, Malvern Wells, Clerk in Holy Orders Nov 1 
ae a ae : : ; } Clarke & Calkin, John st, Bedford row 
Braytos, Joseru, Moresby, Cumbld, Farmer Oct 15 Anderson, Whitehaven Pickes, ZiLLau, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Oct 17 Jones & Porter, Colwyn Bay 
, ’ , Ss 
Currry, Aynorr Joux JAmes, Dovercourt, Essex, Surgeon Oct 31 Mustard, Furnival’s | Pravenet, Witi1am, Fulham rd, Licensed Victualler Nov 15 Lee & Pembertons, Lin- ‘ 
inn ¢ — Manningtree Weel x Butch Oct FI&J coln’s inn fields’ 
Cox, Jo ENNETT, jun, oolston, Hants, Butcher 17 & IC Wi A 
x Whebete T; J d ‘ arner, | Price, Witu1am, Pontlottyn, Glam, retired Railman Oct 25 Morgan, Cardiff 
Cow.ey, Epwis, Wardlington, Oxon, Butcher Oct 20 Kilby & Mace, Banbury ; Rinec en woe Amon, Abbey gardens, St John’s Wood, retired Watchmaker Oct 31 : 
Epwarps, Epwarp, Risca, Mon, Grocer Oct 23 Llewellyn & Moore, Newport, Mon | Ms Ds Gloucester pl, Hyde park Nov2 Lindo & Co, Coleman st 4 
Grearriex, Any, Sherwood, Nottingham. Nov10. Watson & Co., Nottingham Suakesuart, Jou, Preston, Tallow Chandler Oct 24 Reddish, Blackburn : 
Hovenrox, Mary, Crumpsall, Manchester. Oct 30. Simpson, Manchester | Sipyey, ARTuur, Liverpool, CornMerchant Oct 31 Bateson & Co, Liverpool 
ape, Bee, Chithurst, Sussex, Esq., Captain R.N. Oct 31. Albery & Lucas, | Toms, Freperick James, Ivybridge, Devon, Gent Oct3 Bond & Pearce, Plymouth 
Midhurst 
Manspey, Canon Joun Howanp, Colchester, Clerk in Holy Orders. Oct 31. Howard & Turver, Fraxces, Brentwood, Essex Oct 18 Fenn & Co, Newmarket 
Co, Colchester Vewatnans Evwix James, Penley Hall, Flint, Gent Dec 1 Minshalls & Parry-Jones, 
Manrin, Samvet Jouy Hearucore, Penzance, Cornwull, Gent. Oct 28. Coventry, Upton | westry 
on Severn Wer, 6 Guease Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer Oct 3 Howes & Co, Northampton 
Mircux.t, Groror Henny, East India Dock rd, Poplar, Undertaker. Nov 20. ifr, | . 
a ‘Leadenhall at ae. tscieeeats oP. asx’ Ratcliff, | Wuick, Epwiy, Tipton, Staffs, Painter Sept 22 Seedhouse, Bilston 
Nasu, Axne Squire, Potternewton lane, Leeds. Oct 19. Middleton & Sons, Leeds | Witiiams, Jonny, Pontlottyn, Glam, Engineer Oct 25 Morgan, Cardiff 
Joxes, Jouy, Waverton, Chester. Oct 24. Moss & Sharpe, Chester | Witt ams, Resecca, Pontlottyn, Glam Oct 25 Morgan, Cardiff 
Reip, Ann, Parkholme rd, Dalston. Oct 15. Lucas & Ward, City rd, Finsbury sq Wass, Ra Wurre, All Stretton, Church Stretton, Salop Oct 31 Wynne & Son, 
—_ an! Sta fF ‘ _ aa aot ancoln’s inn fields 
SS Harborne, Staffs, Clerk in Holy Orders Sept 28 Shakespeare, Bir- | Wyvern, Wiiwiam, Eversley, Southampton, Farmer Oct 25 Bayley, Basingstoke 
BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. seetl of Mexico High Court Pet Aug 13 Ord ) Jones, Sipney Tyemae, Cool, Commission Agent Cardiff 
London Gazette,—Frivay, Sept. 18. Seamer Wiuiam Hewry, Fairfield rd, Bow, Clerk hess wr bara Lei 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Fo High Court Pet Sept 15 "Ord Sept 15, : ‘Sinn cae ee ee 
Bakns, Witu1aM Jouy, Bristol, Ironmonger Bristol Pet ea Middlesborough Pet -Aug 35° Ord Ang oe on Tews oe See et B, with rd, eg he bm 
Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 Frrenk, Freperick Wit.iam, Surrey st, Strand, Architect | . High Comt — = 
Baynes, Joun, Kingston upon Hull, Fishing Smack Master High Court Pet Augs Ord Sept 12 16 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 Garsutt, Grorex, Scar’ rough, Bricklayer Scarborough | Nesprt, Atrrep AntHony, Camberwell New rd, m+ yl 
Beate, Joux Bexsamix, Lanfrane st, Westminster Bridge Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 tical Chemist High Court Pet June 16 Ord Sept 9 ¢ 
rd, Builder High Court Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 Gipes, Witt1am Wiisoy, Barrow in Furness, Draper’s As- | Pum.irs, Coytan, Octenel, Yorks, german Joiner a 
Bricuraan, Richarp Hows, Sheerness, Kent, Solicitor sistant Barrow in Furness Pet ‘Sept 14 Ord | Wakefield Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 ie 
Rochester Pet Sept1 OrdSepti4 Sept 14 | Pxtuar, Joun Wiiiram Casey, Dartmouth, Liconsed a 
Browns, Henry, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham Pet | | Gotprnorr, Guy, and Harry Goipruorr, Cleckheaton, | Victualler East Stonehouse Pet Sept 14 Ord 
Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 = . | Yorks, Card ‘Makers Bradford Pet Aug 29 Ord | t 14 M 
Baoxs, he ee Bexley heath, Kent, Builder Rochester | 14 | Pye, Witttam Bettamy, Burdett * Bow, Fishmonger Mg 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 | Govtptuorrr, Harry, Hulme, Manchester, late Croydon Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 , 
Bu.ock, Rovert, Aylsham, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler | Licensed Victualler Manchester Pet Sept 15 Ord | Rayvatt, P A, late - ee, Merchant High Court Pet 
Norwich Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 | Sept 15 July 6 Ord . 
Cameron, DonaLp, snp Co., Old Broad st, Merchants | | Grainorr, Waurer, Rede, Suffolk, Grocer Bury St Ed- | | | Rerwops, WiiuiaM ae peeragte mt, Merchant High 
: Court 
Cow ARD, Hastixas, Old Broad st, Merchant High Court | Green, Tuomas, Chapel en te Feith. Derbyshire, Farmer RosenTHAL, ABRAHAM, », Cap Manufacturer 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Sept 14 Stockport Pet Sept16 Ord Sept 16 Manchester Pet Sept2 Ord 
Cr ADDOCK, ALBERT Groxce, Buckland, Hants, Assistant | Haut, Witwias, ae, Contractor Warrington Pet | Sexrox, Cuantes, South Pic! Norfolk, Patan 
Paymaster in Royal Navy Portsmouth Pet Sept 16 Sept 12 Ord Sept 14 Steward King’s Lynn is Avs 21 Ova Sept 44 
. Ord —* .. | Harrison, Epwarp, Upton lane, Forest Gate, Essex, | Simpxunn, CHARLES, ty Dy 
UNNINGHAM, tates ae Staffs, Farmer Bir- ge go Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 it Croydon Pet Sept 12 if Ord Sept 12 
mingham Hooxixe entish T\ Owner 
Dx ‘Oxaxo, Rowax, London Wall, Clerk to Financial | "°Gourt Pet Rept s Ord Sest ix? hememonser High | Suursox, Peres, dungeon upon Ht he 


munds Pet 0 15 Ord 

























Pet May 20 Pet 
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Tuomas, Witwiam, om Glam, Licensed Victualler 
Neath Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Wa ker, Tuomas, Stainsacre, nr Whitby, Corn Miller 
Stockton ‘on on Tees and Middlesborough Pet Sept 15 


Sept 15 
‘Wetcn, Joseru, Redditch, Crotchet eg Manufacturer 
Pet 15 Ord Sept 1 
‘Wison, Jonny, and Joserpu Waven, ate "ot Cardiff Car- 
diff Pet Sept Ord Sept 15 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Barys, WILLIAM ——— Bristol, Ironmonger Oct 1 at 3.30 


Of Rec, Bank chmbrs, Bristo’ tol 
Buxock, Sey oe —— Norfolk, Licensed Victualler 
26 at 11.30 Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
Burt, Jouy, Bristol, Master Tailor Oct 1 at 3 Off Rec, 
Bank chmbrs, 


Crappock, ALBERT Grouse, | iggy Portsea, Assistant 
Pa; in Royal N: Sept 29 at 4 Off Rec, 
Cambri Junction, High: st, Portsmouth 

pease ag AamEs, Lancaster, Smith Oct 9 at 2.30 Off 

4, Chapel st, Preston 

Pig Tuomas Vincent Hersert, New Malden, Surrey, 

Architect 25 at 12.30 White Hart Hotel, 


‘Windsor 
Exsam, Ricuarp Tuomas, Kingston on Thames, Architect 
Sept 28 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Eyton, Toomas Wynter, Rue Vignon, Paris, Printer Sept 
29 at11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Foster, Roserr, i lg oe? Stationer Sept 25 at3 Off 
Bank e: 


Gipson, STEPHEN —, jwcnsite on Tyne, Publican 
Sept 28 at 11.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 
Goutptuorr, Guy, and Harry Gotptnorr, Cleckheaton, 
Y Cardmakers Oct 1 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor 
row, ford 
Green, Grorce, Gt Marlow, og Boot Manufacturer 
25 at 3.30 1, St Aldate’s, O 
Harnigs, Joun Ystrad, Rhondda, Glam, Ironmonger Sept 
28 at'3 Off Rec, Merthyr 
ene KINS, Wiis, Eaten, Packing Case Maker Sept 
28 at12 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 
Hors, ALrrep Hersert, Bradford, Wilts, Hotel Manager 
Off Ree, Bank chmbrs. Bristol 
Horxixs, Heyry, Whitchurch, Cardiff, Relieving Officer 
Oct 1 at 2. Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Liox, Mayer ALEXANDER, and Hexry SoLomon Liox, 
Bethnal Green rd, Shoreditch, Boot Manufacturers 
Sept 28at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s 


inn 

Mipwoop, Mary, Heckmondwike, Milliner Sept 25 at 4.30 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Mixes, CHarLes Wiuam, St Sand s sq, Club Proprietor 
Oct 1lat1 33, Carey st, ne inn 

Mircueson, Joun, Dipton, Durham, G jrocer Sept 28 at 11 
Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Moraan, F, Cleveland-row, Gent Oct 2 at12 33, Carey- 

's-inn 
Mower, GreorGe, and Grorce Ricnarp Mower, Well-st, 
kney, Builders Sept 30 at 12 Bankruptcy-bldgs, 
|-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Puen, wonky Chadwell Heath, Essex, Builder’s Clerk 
Sept 25 at 12 Off Rec, 95, Temple-chmbrs, Temple- 
avenue 

SayTAa.t, Freprick, Peterborough, Corn Merchant Sept 25 
at12 Law w Courts, New-rd, Peterborough 

Saver, James WIL1LiamM, Shotesh: am, Norfolk, Publican 

26 at11 Off Rec, 8, King-st, Norwich 

SsHentron, Witu1am Sye.son, Leicester, Tallow Chandler 
Sept 29 at 12 Off Rec, 34, Friar-lane, Leicester 

Simpson, Ricnarp Tuomas Futnpet., High Holborn, Stock 
Dealer Oct lat12 33, any Lincoln’s-inn 

Sauru, bigs Leeds, General Dealer Sept 28at11 Off 
Rec, 22, Park-row, Leeds 

Sreer, Josern Wiiuiam, Fenchurch-st, Tea Merchant. 
Oct 2at11 33, > -st, Lincoln’s-inn 

Surrox, Witssam, © iff, Club Manager Oct 1 at 12 

, Queen-st, Cardiff 
Wiis, Oot Pon rid, Glam, Painter Sept 26 at 12 
Rec, Merthyr 

‘Woowpniper, ae, — EAU, Fairlawn-avenue, Chis- 
wick, out of empl loyment Sept 25 at 3 Off Rec, 95, 
Tem ns emple avenue 

Poultry — Salesman Oct 1 at 11 

st, linens 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
rw es; a Bay, Kent Canterbury Pet July 


4 

Baynes, Jon ‘Kingston m Hull, Fishing Smack 
Master Kingston w ull PetSept 14 Ord Sept 14 

BricutTmay, Ricuarp ect x, Sheerness, Kent, Solicitor 
Rochester Pet August 31 Ord Sept 14 

Butxock, Rosert, Aylsham, ae. sLicensed Victualler 
Norwich Pet Sept 14 ¢ + 

Courc — James Jonny, Bristol, nilor Bristol Pet Sept 
1 14 


Crappock, ALBERT Georct, Buckland, Hants, Assistant- 

Pa; in Royal Navy Portsmouth Pet Sept 15 
Sept 6 

Dicksoy, Cuartes Purr, Bishopsteignton, Devon | 
Exeter Pet May 28 Ord Sept 15 

Forsuaw, Wixuiam Heyy, Fairtield rd, Bow, Clerk High | 
Court Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Gansurt, ae S isatis = , Bricklayer Scarborough 

Gisss, Wittiam Witsox, Barrow in Furness, Draper’: 
Assistant Barrow in Furness Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 


14 

Govutrnorrer, Harry, Hulme, Manchester, late Licensed 
Vict ester Pet Sept15 Ord Sept 15 

GREEN, bacseragy 4 Le oy en le Frith, Derbyshire, Farmer 
Stock; et Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Haut, oie Runcorn, Contractor Warrington Pet | 
Sept 12 Ord 


14 
Hasmacorrt, Joun, jun, Cold Harbour, Uffculme, Devon, 
General Dealer Exeter Pet ae Ord Sept 16 
“a Epwarv, Upton lane, Forest gate, Essex, 
Farmer Chelmsford Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 15 


Hoape, Mary Awnvye, Hertford, Butcher Hertford Pet 
Sept 9 Ord Sept 11 

—_ JouN, a Kent, Grocer Canterbury Pet 

oq bes Ord Sept 

ss IDNEY Pacdea. Cardi, Commission Agent Cardiff 
Sept 14 Ord Sept 1 

King x she ENT on el Rockleaze, Westbury on 

Trym, Glos, Stationer Bristol Pet Aug 31 Ord Sept 


14 
Martix, Exizazetn, Bristol, Milliner Bristol Pet Sept 
Ord tt 16 


PPE Tg. hn Exizasetn, and Lucy Teresa Mar- 
THEWSs, Hove, Sussex, ng house Keepers 
Brighton Pet Aug 19 Ord Sept 1 

Mixes, Cuartes WiiiiaM, 8t Tame Club Proprietor 
High Court Pet June 26 Ord Se 

Mixcary, W11L1AmM CHARLES, oe oy Butcher Leicester 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Puituirs, Conran, Outwood, Yorks. sees Joiner 
Wakefield Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Pittar, Joun Witiiam Casey, Dartmouth, Licensed 
ae East Stonehouse Pet Sept 14 Ord 

pt 15 

Smpson, Peter, Kingston upon Hull, ge Owner 
Kingston upon Hx Pet Sept 12 Ord Se t 12 

Tuomas, Witiiam, Neath, Glam, Victualler 
Neath Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

Wicram, Cecit R, Smith st, peg) = no occupation 
High Court Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 

Watker, Tuomas, Stainsacre, nr fitby, Corn Miller 
Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough Pet Sept 15 Ord 
Sept 15 

Woop, Henry, Margate, Restaurant Proprietor Canter- 
bury Pet Aug 31 Ord Sept 14 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Hopeson, Tuomas, Amhurst rd, Stoke Newington, Commis- 
sion Agent High Court Adjud Oct 4,1886 Annul 
Sept 16 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Batam, Frepericx, and Joun Mircue.t, Portsea, Boot- 
makers Portsmouth Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Bayyuam, Husenrt, late High st, iy pea Ironmonger 
High Court Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept 

Broepen, CuHaRLotTe, South Shields, _ ee Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 

Burcess; Witt1am, Moss Side, Gt Marton, nr Blackpool, 
Market Gardener Preston Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 19 

CastLepInE, ArtHuR, Teignmouth, von, Silk Mercer 
Exeter Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 18 

Cray, Sanprorp Nevirey Bath, Gent Bath Pet Sept 17 
Ord Sept 17 

Derry, Frayxcis Buxton, Altrincham, Cheshire, Ware- 
houseman Manchester Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

Epwarps, Eruraim James, Prickwillow, Isle of Ely, Cambs, 
Miller Cambridge Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Fiowers, Henry, Bristol, Coffee house Keeper Bristol 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Garratt, Tuomas, Sandown, I.W., Carpenter Newport 
and Ryde Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 

Gowpy, Freprerick Cowext, Sunderland, Grocer Sunder- 
land Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 18 

Grirritus, Grorce Epwarp, Upper Pulley, Salop, 
Licensed Victualler Shrewsbury Pet Sept 17 Ord 
Sept 17 

Sia Wittiam Amprose, St, John’s Wood terrace, 
Upholsterer High Court Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 17 

Hatsat.t, Henry, Southport, Grocer Liverpool Pet Sept 
19 Ord Sept 19 

Hickman, Witi1am Epwarp, Leeds, Wholesale Paper 
Stock Merchant Leeds Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Hor.anp, H, late Green lanes, Stoke Newington, Gent 
High Court PetSept2 Ord Sept1s 

Ho.pswortn, Grorce Henry, Finborough rd, South 
Kensingston, Esq High Court Pet July 24 Ord 
Sept 18 

Irwin, CHartes Kine, Rochester, of no occupation 
Rochester Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

JorpAN, Henry, Mountain Ash, Glam, Boot Maker Aber- 
dare PetSept18 Ord Sept 18 


Kir.ew, Ricuarp Leoroip, late of Ardwick, Manchester, 
Waterproof Manufacturer Manchester Pet Sept 19 
Ord Sept 19 

Kyott, Atrrep, Great Grimsby, Fish Merchant Great 


Grimsby Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 10 
Kox A.BiAs, ApRIANUS CornELtIvus, and Barruus JOHANNES 
Kox ALBLAs, re Tobacco Dealers Birkenhead 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 16 
Lawsox, Jouny, Hilderthorpe, Yorks, 4 no occupation 
Scarborough Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 
Lers, Joun, Audlem, Cheshire, Butcher Nantwich and 
Crewe Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 16 
Loss, WittiamM Srernen, Swansea, Innkeeper Swansea 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 
Makinson, Laurence, Blackwell, nr Miller’s Dale, 
Derbyshire, Farmer Derby Pet Sept 19 Ord 
Sept 19 
~—— F W E, Ongar, Essex, Of no occupation Chelms- 
for Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 16 
Purpen, Grorce Staniey, Ryde, Hotel Keeper Ryde Pet 
Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
| as Cuar.es, Westminster cma rd, Boot Dealer 
High Court Pet Sept17 Ord Se 
Rocers, Josern, Hanover sq, Denti High Court Pet 
uly 8 Ord Sept 17 
Sepewick, Grorce Staniey, Welbeck at, Financial Agent 
High Court Pet June12 Ord Sept 1 
ee = Percy, Newmarket, Trainer ‘of Race Horses 
Cambridge Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 19 
| Surrn & Co, Martin’s lane, Cannon st, Solicitors High 
Court Pet Aug 14 Ord Sept 17 
Tuomas, Jonn, Swansea, Tailor ‘Swancen Pet Sept 17 
| Ord Sept 17 
Turner, Wititiam Huwnrer, Finsbury ene, Architect 
High Court Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 
| Warsurton, Water, Worksop, ated a Manu- 
| facturer Sheffield Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 








Witu18, Franx Ross, Kidderminster, Grocer Kiddermin- 
ster Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Baynes, Joun, 7 upon Hull, | Fating ero Master 
Sept 30 at ‘ Ree, Trinity House lane, H: 

BisCHOFSWERDER, MANHEIM, Stonehouse, Devon, Tobacco- 
nist Oct 1at11.30 10, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Brigutman, Ricnarp Howe, Sheerness, Solicitor Oct 2 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Rochester 

Brown, ag row Bexley Heath, Kent, Builder Oct 5 at 
11. , High st, Rochester 

AE ns Wn Josepn, and Frank Artuur CHatTwIy, 
Birmingham, Pearl Workers Sept 30 at 11.30 25, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

CuHaATWIN, Frank ineen = agg Estate), Sparkbrook, 
Warwickshire, Pearl Wor Sept 30 at 11.30 25, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

Cuatwin, WILLIAM Joseru, Westmead, Hopwood, Wores, 
Pearl Worker Sept 30 at 11.30 25, Colmore row, 
Birmingham 

Cospertt, Frank Manuery, York st, Baker st, Gent Oct 7 
at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

CoLTMAN, RicHARD SIDNEY Cannon, Long Crendon, Bucks, 
Farmer Sept 29 at 3.30 1, St Aldate’ 8, Oxford 

Dawson, AGyes Caro.ine, Burwood pl. Norfolk cres, Hyde 
Park, Widow Oct 5 at 1 38, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Derry, Frayxcis Buxton, Altrincham, Warehouseman 

t 30 at 3.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Man- 

chester 

Epwarps, Ernram James, Prickwillow, Isle of Ely, 
Cambs, Miller Oct 2 at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, 
Cambridge 

Evans, Ricuarp, Gowerton, nr Swansea, Colliery Proprie- 
tor Sept 29at12 Off Rec, 97, Oxford st, Swansea 

Gou._tHorrE, Harry, Hulme, Manchester, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Sept 30 at 2.45 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, 
Manchester 

Green, Tuomas, Chapel en le Frith, Derbyshire, Farmer 
Sept $0 af at 11.30 Off Ree, County chmbrs, Market pl, 
toc’ 

Gens’ GrorGe Epwarp, U Pulley, Salop, Licensed 
Victualler Oct 2at11 O , Shrewsbury : 
Hackney, Ropert, Aston New Town, Sieckahen, Cabinet 

er Oct latil 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Hatt, ey ey Runcorn, Contractor Oct 16 at 11.30 
Court h ouse, — Bank st, Warrington 

Harvey, CuarLes ENRY, Manchester, Sanitary Engineer 
Sept. 30 at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Havitt, H 8, Augustine rd, Camden sq, Clerk Oct 2 at 1 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Hoapr, Mary "ANNE, Hertford, Butcher Sept 30 at 1.30 
Dimsdale Arms Hotel, Hertford 

Hockine, R H, Kentish Town rd, Cheesemonger Sept 30 
at1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Irwin, Rev Byes 1nG, Rochester, no occupation Oct 8 at 
11.30 Off Rec, High st, Rochester 

LarraD, James Epwarp, Horbury, Yorks, Grocer Sept 
29 at 11.30 Off Rec, Bond terr, Wakefield 

MeE..or, Bensamiy, and Haypn MeE.tor, Bradford, Music 
Sellers Sept 30ati11 The Bull Hotel, Wakefield 

Mincary, Witiiam CHaruzs, Leicester, Butcher Sept 30 
at12 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 

Parker, ApranaM, Billinghay, Bae Grocer Sept 30 at 
12.15 Off Rec, 48, High st, 

Parkes, Frank, West’ Beco ite al Ginn Merchant Oct 8 at 
10.30 County Court, West Bromwich 

PuILuirs, a Outwood, Yorks, Journeyman Joiner 
Sept 29 at 10 Off Rec, Bond terr, Wakefield 

Pitiar, JouN WituaM Casty, Dartmouth, Licensed 
Victualler Oct 1 at 12 10, Atheneum terr, Ply- 
mouth 

Pirwoop, Frank Tower, Plympton St Mary, Devon, 
Builder Octilat11 10, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

RanvAtu, P A, Late of Derby, Merchant Oct1lati12 33, 
Carey st, Linco!n’s inn 

RosentHAL, ABRAHAM, Manchester, Cap Manufacturer 
Sept 30 at 3.45 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manches- 
tei 


r 
Row.ey, Henry Tuomas, late Tollington rd, Tollington 
k, Commission Agent Oct2at1 33, Carey st, Lin- 

coln’s inn 

Russe 1, E B, Colleridge as Crouch End, Gent Oct 6 at 11 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 

Ryper, Rosa, adenine} late Grocer Sept 30 at : 
Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Surrson, Perer, of tee upon Hull, Lighter Owner Sept 
30 at 11.30 Off Trinity House lane, Hull 

ne RicHarp, Gateshead, Tinsmith Sept 30 at 11.30 

Ree, Pink lane, Ni ewcastle on Tyne 


scene Sienaee Hetey, Sinclair rd, West Kensington, 
Tutor’ Oct 5 at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Wurrwortu, J, Pomeroy st, New Cross, Gent Oct 6 at 12 
33, Carey sty Lincoln’s inn 

Wicram, Crcin R, Smith st, Chelsea, Of no occupation Oct 
2at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Wovoprorp, Rosert, Harrow rd, China Dealer Oct 5 at 11 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Worrn, WiLuAm, the younger, Leeds, Rope Dealer Sept 
30at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Ba.uam, Freperick, and Joun Mircner., Portsea, Boot- 
ers Portsmouth Pet 9 18 Ord Sept 18 
Beae, Joun Benvamin, Lanfran ne nie ge rd, 
Builder High Court Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 1 
BischorswERver, ManueEm, Stonehouse, —_ taiss 
East Stonehouse Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 18 
Broapen, Cuar.torre, South Shields, Grocer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 
Brown, Henry, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham [Pet 
Sept 15 Ord Sept 18 
Bureess, Witi1aM, Moss Side, Great Marton, nr Blackpool, 
Market Gardener Preston Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
Cameron, Donaup, Old Broad st, Merchant High Court 
Pet July 20 Ord Sept 19 
Cossett, Frank Maney, York ret aad st, Gent High 
; Court Pet July 29 Ord Sept 1 
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Curninecuam, Davin, Oakley, a Racers Farmer 
Birmingham Pet Sept16 Ord Sept 19 

Dawgs, pan, Askerswell, Dorset, Farmer Dorchester 
Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 17 

Derry, Francis Buxton, Altrincham, Cheshire, Ware- 
houseman ester Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 17 

Epwarps, Ernram James, Prickwillow, Isle of Ely, Cambs, 
Miller Cambridge Pet Sept18 Ord Sept 18 

Fiowers, Henry, Bristol, Coffee house Keeper Bristol 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 

Foster, er Seen, Stationer Dewsbury Pet 
Sept 7 Ord Sept 18 

espn Watrter, Rede, Suffolk, ew Bury 8t Ed- 
munds Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Green, Cuares, jun, Bromyard, Semateeteiien, Grocer 
Worcester Pet Aug 25 Ord Sept 1 

Harz, Wit11am Amprosz, 8t John’s West =, Uphol- 
sterer High Court Pet Sept17 Ord Sept 19 

Havsatt, Henry, Southport, Grocer Liverpool Pet Sept 
19 Ord Sept 19 

Hawxins, Witi1am, Leicester, Packing case Maker Lei- 
cester Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 17 

Hickman, Wituiam Epwarp, Leeds, Wholesale Paper 
Stock Merchant Leeds Pet vi oh _ t 18 

ee "27> ms Wool ‘ax Pet 


ug 20 
Irwin, CHARLES oie. Rochester, - no occupation 
ester Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 
Jerrerys, JonHn Compton Weeks, and Jonny Hamitton 
Sracey, Aldersgate st High Court Pet Aug 22 Ord 
17 


Kwyort, Atrrep, Gt Sotmby. Fish Merchant Gt Grimsby 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 


Lawson, Joun, Hilderthorpe, Yorks, +. no occupation 
Scarborough Pet Sept 17 Ord Se; 

Loss, WILLIAM a, — Secse Swansea 
Pet Sept 18 Ord 


Masuee, LAURENCE, Jewell, nr Miller’s — * rca 
shire, Farmer Derby Pet Sept 19 Ord 

ManuntA, JEAN pany _ Knightrider st Tigh Court 
Pet Aug 18 Ord Sept 1 


st, Dealer in Fancy 


Gonde High Court aS pet hen Ord Sept 16 





ianogeer Mary, Heckmondwike, Milliner Dewsbury Pet 
Sept 8 Ord Sept 18 

Morris, Samurt, Lonsdale sq, Islington, in Land 
High Court "Pet April 21” Ord Bept 16 

Pavioy, Louis, and Harris Pavioy, Manchester, Water- 
proof Garment Manufactu M Ord Aug 
15 Ord Sept 18 

Pratt, Arrnur Henry, Finsbury sq, Wire Worker High 
Court Pet July 23 Ord Sept 17 

Puan, Frayx Joun, Luton, Beds, Publican Luton Pet 
Aug 26 Ord Sept 18 


Pores, Grorce STANLEY, _, I.W., Hotel Keeper 
Pet 19 Ord 


Roots Goprrey Hue Wane CoxweELL, Dowdeswell 
Court, nr Cheltenham, Gent Cheltenham Pet May 5 
Ord Sept 16 


RoseytHaL, Asranam, Manchester, Cap Manufacturer 
Manchester 1 


Pet Sept2 Ord Sept 17 
Srepruens, Joun Atrrep, Banbury, Oxon, Wine Merchant 
Banb Pet Aug 27 Ord 17 


Tuomas, Joun, Swansea, Tailor Swansea Pet Sept 17 Ord 


Toe, BET apt oe Grocer Birmingham 

Tons, Wossan B pw aby Tey ye pavement, Architect 

wane JosEPH, Redden Crochet Hook Manufacturer 
Birmingham Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 17 

wee ee ue a st, New Cross, Gent High Court 

W118, Tats Bos Lg : Grocer Kiddermin- 
ster Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 


Wooprorp, Roserr Fae ged rd, China Dealer High Court 
Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 17 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Sept. 30.—Messrs. Perkins & Sons, at the Drummond 





prope om hey Aan 3g I~ sal cgeaammatas 
( \vertisement, this week, p. 776) 

—Messrs. Foster & Cranrietp, at the Mart, 
Oe o ahs v'clouk, Monthly Periodical le of 
Life Policies, Shares, &c. (see advertisement, this week, 
erie and 118), 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity in the Country, i 
is requested that application be made direct 
to the Publisher. 


All letters intended for publication in the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


The Subscription to the Souicrrors’ JOURNAL 4s 
—Town, 26s.; Country, 28s.; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 528. Payment in advance 
include Double Numbers and Postage. Sub- 
scribers can have their Volumes bownd at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 











as Tr. 1s24sa. 


THe GRESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


ST. MILDRED’S HOUSE, POULTRY, LONDON, E.C. 
WEST END BRANCH—2, WATERLOO PLACE, 5.W. 





ASSETS EXCEED 


PAYMENTS TO POLICY-HOLDERS EXCEED 
ANNUAL INCOME EXCEEDS 


£4,610,000 
9,250,000 
800,000 





&~ THERE is NOTHING DESIRABLE in LIFE ASSURANCE which the SOCIETY does not FURNISH CHEAPLY, INTELLIGIBLY, and PROFITABLY. 


table after S Tears. 
Annuities of all kinds granted. Rates fixed on the most favourable terms. 


Policies 





J. 


THOMAS G. ACKLAND, F.1.A., F.8.8., Actuary and Manager. 
AMES H. 


SCOTT, Secretary. 








Monthly Periodical Sales.—Established 1843. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
(successors to Marsh, Milner, & Co.) conduct 
PERIODICAL SALES on the first Thursday in each 
Po 5 re” ane the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
ya 
REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent). 
Life Interests and Annuities. 
Life Policies. 
Shares and Debentures. 
Mortg Debts and Bonds. 


atent, and 
Kindred In 


Vendors and purchesers are invited to communicate with 
& Anatensenie 6, Poultry, Tanton, E.C. 





Periodical Sale No. 516.—Two Absolute Reversions. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
(neste to Marsh, Milner, & Co.) willinclude in 
their Peri cal SALE, at the MART, E.C., on THURS- 
DAY, OCTOBER 1 at TWO o’clock TWO ABSOLUTE 
REVERSIONS to ONE-FOURTH SHARE in a TRUST 
FUND, amounting to £3,446 13s. 4d., invested in stocks and 
mortgages, expecti on the of a lady in her 68th 
year. 
Particulars of Messrs. Hallowes & Carter, Solicitors, 39, 
sbitich W.C.; and of the Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, 








” Periodical Sale No. 516. —Valuable old Life Policy for 
£8,000, in the London Life Association. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
(successors to Marsh, Milner, & Co.) will include in 
their Periodical SALE, at the MART, E.C., on THURS- 
DAY, OCTOBER 1st, at TWO o clock, a valuable OLD 
POLICY of ASSURANCE for £8,000, with profits, effected 
in 1872 with the London Life Association on the life of a 
by bonus aged 65 years. Original premium £371, reduced 
z eens to £70 9s. 10d., which in a few years will be en- 
irely extinguished. 





+h niet of Messrs. Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett, & Michel- 
more, Solicitors, 4, Bloomsbury-square, W.C.; and of the 
Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, E.C. 





PROBATE VALUATIONS 


JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &c. 





SPINK & SON, Goxtpsmrrus anp SrtversmirHs, 1 AND 2, GRACECHURCH-STREET, CoRNHILL, 


Lonpvon, E.C., 


beg respectfully to announce that they accunaTety appraise the above for the 
Lzcat Proression or purcuase the same for cash if desired. 


Established 1772. 


Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prince Louis of Battenberg, K.C.B. 





Periodical Sale No. 516. ne Velnaiite Abe Reversion to 
India Three d Freeholds in Bartlett’s- 
buildings, Hotborn cireas. —By order of tne Mortgagees. 


SSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
(successors to Marsh, Milner, Fd re or in 
eir periodical SALE, at the MART THURS- 
. ist, at © o'clock, the valuable ABSOLUTE 
ON, t on the Comene of a lad 


in’ 1992, nests 
ed in January last S ing mortgagees’ 
surveyors at £5, on 


Particulars of Spencer Whitehead, Esq., Solicitor, Py 
Fleet-street, E.C. ; a of the Auctioneer, 6, Poultry, E.C. 





Periodical Sale No. 516.— Valuable Contingent Reversions. 
ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 


( rs to Marsh, Milner, & Co.) will include in 
their OGronE SALE, at the MART, E. Gruen 





— er, producing £8, 


gr £116 per annum, 





receivable on decease or r of ala ged 0, 
the e-malriage won bert olen the 
iat pate £40 oa the 
ann 
iy an pony eta 
a lady, now aged 27 years, both without leaving 
Particulars of 63, Cheapside, 
EC.; ro oe f Hy Ry we poultry, B.C.” 
Periodical Sale No. 516.—Valuable Tithe of 
£111 9s. 54., arising out of lands in Sussex.—By of 
the Executors of late Rev. T. Brown. 


ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
their Pesiodieal SALE, at 
, valuable 

DAY, OCTOBER ist, at TWO 0 o “oa osam 


Paget aT scr, Hild for the lives of 


their 
born 1864; Soe of Woe oz ion: 
Princess Maud of Wales, born 1869. 


Raper & 


Particulars of Messrs. Freeland, 
Chichester ; FOF. wy im nolan mer 
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Periodical Sale No. 516.—Three — in the Standard 
‘Life Assurance Compan: 


. H. E. FOSTER & & GRANFIELD 
‘successors to SALE ce he Make Co.) will include in 
their Periodical RT, E.C., on THURS- 
DAY. OOTOBE OOTOBER 1 at TWO o’clock, THREE valuable 
POLICIES of CE, for sums of £250, £50, and 
with effected in 1866, 1868, and 1873 respec- 
— the Company, on the life of a lady aged 
Total annual premiums, £14 4s. 9d. 
of Messrs. Lovell, Son, & Pitfield, Solicitors, 
f Gray-inn-suare, W.C.; and of the ‘Auctioneers, 6, 
’ 





Periodical Sale No. 516.—Policy of Assurance.—By order of 
the Trustee. 


e 3 

RS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 

(successors to Marsh, Milner. oor Lay include in 

heir Periodical SALE, at the MART, E.C., HURS- 

DAY, OCT. 1, aT WO. o’clock, POLICY of ’\SSURANCE 

‘or £400, with profits, effected in 1865 with the London 
ae ion, on the life of a gentleman aged 56 

et ee & £10 9s. ~ Bonus £7 1s., added in 1866, 


uent en in cash. 
“Pelecee « of J. to Tokle Esq. ee, 68, Cheapside, 
E.C.; and of the Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, E.C. 








Periodical Sale em 516.—200 £7 per 
Shares and 200 fe Coteney i 
Company, Limited, New- 


town, mostecmery, — orth Wales. Last year’s dividend 

VT ESSES. H. i. FOS! 
M85! H. E. OSTER & CRANFIELD 
( to Marsh, Milner, & Co.) will include in 
their Periodical BALE, at ‘the MART, on THURSDAY, 
po ag at TWO o'clock, in Lots of 10 and 20 Shares 
each, 200 per CENT. PREFERENCE SHARES 
and 200 son ‘ORDINARY SHARES, both fully paid, in the 

Particulars» of the Auctioneers, No. 6, Poultry, E.C. 
PORTLAND ROAD STATION. 


By onder of the Executors of the late Thomas Hawkins, 
.—Extensive Stabling or Manufacturing Premises, 
a superficial area of 15,000 feet. With posses- 





RS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
(successors to Marsh, Milner, & Co.) will SELL by 
AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRIDAY, OCTOBER 
16th, at Two o’clock, the very extensive PREMISES 
known as No. — Omnabargh -street, almost opposite Port- 
land-road Station, ny: adapted for manufacturing pur- 
poses or as stab! at present arranged, there is 
ion ling 180 horses, with lofts, smith’s o- 

foreman’s d , &e., and large yard. Held 

from ioners of Woods and 


Esq., Solicitor, 103, 
's-cross-road, W.C.; and rts the “Auctioneers, 6, 
, EC. , where a plan of the property may be seen 


PORTLAND PLACE 
(OF ees door ‘.* fe pe or S sees 
0. -street, con’ eng seven 
bedchambers, dou| BB — room, tion 
= on ground | ae ¥, and vexoalent } a offices. 


[essis. HH. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
ape to Marsh, Milner, & Co.) will SELL by 
AUCTI as the Base, | nO, on BIDAY, OCTOBER 

16th FA mers above well-position 
HOUSE. Hel direct from the Duke of Portland for 24 
5 co aasebons of £50 per annum. It 
and from its situation and internal 
is bly adapted for a medical or other 

man. 


| ar 

Sion an of ariborough-s ee S 
Solicitors, Great Marl ugh-street, and of the 
Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, E. 


SOUTH HANTS. 
Close to Soathangyten, Water, jan on the Borders of the 


Y ORDER of the CHARITY COMMIS- 
SIONERS, under the Endowed School Scheme.—In 
ee, — = pleasant locality of Dibden, 3} 
from. NG EIT Station.—Very ¢ 
FREEHOLD BULLDING ES, from 26 acres to 
a & t views, and adapted for 
the of superior villa and cottage residences, or for 
—_ a ni oe Se beautiful part of the 
'. ion 


societies, capitalists, 

and — buyers generally is drawn 

to the above sapenounent, © being intended to offer the 

— for SALE by wt par om a roomy 

circumstances 

DAY, SEPTEMBER 30th, at + DRUMMOND 
ARMS, HYTHE, at 2 fur 3'o'clock. 

_ and conditions, ‘may be had of 

Tylee & y, Satins, Romsey; Messrs. 

fay tae & eS ee ae S Aataee Salisbury; and of 

. py eyors, thampton.— PERKINS 


DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
& BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
OUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Town and ng Residences, Hunting 
— Ground Rents, Rent 

vestments generally, is 
of each month, and ma ” 

offices, 80, Cheapside, 
two stam Partic 

















SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1891. 


—. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 

& BRIDGEWATER to announce 

that their + BALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 

Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 

Building Land, Ground-Rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 

Stocks, Shares, ‘and other Properties will bay! held at — 

AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of 
England, in the City of London, as follows :— 


Tuesday, Oct 6 | Tuesday, Nov 3 Tuesday, Dec 8 
Tuesday, Oct 20 Tuesday, Nov 17 


Auctions can also be held on other days, in town or 
country, by arrangement. Messrs. Debe Tewson, 
Farmer, & Bridgewater undertake Sales and Valuations 
for Probate and other a's of Furniture, Pictures, 
Farming Stock, Timber, Detailed Lists of In- 
vestments, Estates, ates, Sporting Guarters, Residences, Shops, 
—— Business Premises or Soli by private contract 

ublished on the 1st of each month, and can be obtained 
of. essrs. mham, Tewson, Farmer, & Bridgewater, 
Estate ts, Surveyors, and Valuers, 80, Cheapside, 
London, E.C. Telephone No. 1,503. 


A valuable Frshold Property or Building Site 11, 12, and 
b- uable 0) perty or ite, an 
3, Jewry-street, and 1, 2, and 3 (the whole of), Three 
own-court, in the rear, occup a capital position in 
the midst of a "anes improving district, and only about 
100 yards from te. It hes. the important —- 
of about 60ft. % ~~ at with an area of 5,285 
feet, and being extremely well circumstanced as 
lights, it offers an excellent opportunity for the erection 
an imposing block of modern business premises. The 
property at ee produces an income of about £560 
per annum from temporary le , except 11 and 12, 
Jewry-street, which are leased un’ 1895, when posses- 
sion of the whole can be obtained. By order of the 
Beneficiaries under the will of the late T. Buzzard, Esq. 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER will SELL, at 
the MART, on TUESDAY, OCTOBER 20, at TWO, in 
One Lot, the above eligible FREEHOLD PROPERTY. 
Particulars of Messrs. Young, Jackson, & Beard, Solici- 
tors, 12, Essex-street, Strand; and of the Auctioneers, 
80, Cheapside. 








SOUTH DEVON. 

In the South Hams district, near Salcombe, Malborough, 
and —— about 14 miles from Kingsbridge-road 
Station, 20 es from Plymouth, 37 from Exeter, 17 
miles from Totnes and Dartmouth, and 232 from London. 

—Extensive and important Freehold, Residential and 
Sportin; Estates, in and near the Town of Salcombe, 
in the Parishes of Malborough, South Milton, and South 
Huish, bounded for about seven miles by the English 
Channel comprising about 4,655 acres, und producing a 
= of over £5,330 per annum. numerous Lots of 

sizes. 
ESSRS. DANIEL SMITH, SON, & 
OAKLEY will OFFER this valuable PROPERTY 
for SALE by AUCTION, at the ROYAL HOTEL, Ply- 
mouth, on THURSDAY and FRIDAY, the 15th and 
16th of OCTOBER, 1891, at 11 for 12 o’clock each day, in 

One Lot, and if not so sold then in about 100 Lots (uw — 

previously sold wholly or in part by private contract). 

estate includes a beautiful marine residence of pa 

size, known as the Moult, in a sheltered situation, on the 

shore of Salcombe Harbour, close to the sea, comman: 
grand views, and surrounded by charming gardens and plan- 
tations, forming a very attractive residence for an invalid 
ora yachtsman, there being ap anchorage opposite the 
house. With the Moult will sold about 1,250 acres of 
land adjoining, divided into several farms, and includin; 
the bold and roc! — known as Bolt Head, an 
affording very g es The agricultural portion 
of the estate, which is ivided into about twenty 
farms, with suitable Sooner and ama om 5 and includes 
some very good arable and pasture land, will be sold 
in numerous lots of various sizes, arranged as far as 
possible in accordance with the tenancies. It extends from 
the western boundaries of South Huish Parish to Salcombe, 
and includes, among others, the farms —— as Court 

Barton, South Huish, three farms at Galmpton, eo 

Barton, — 3 South Down, Collatou, West Po: 

mouth, Hi wer, West, Middle, and East 

Batson ai “Titon Castle, Churchill, Beadon and Hanger 

Mill, and the Vi of Inner and Outer Hope, with the 

Hope and AnchorInn. The property includes the Marine 

Hotel, Salcombe, a first-class house, beautifully situated 

— recently mouch enlarged, and various houses and 

ttages, together with a amounting to about 
£150 See per annum, outing Soom and well secured upon modern 
rivate houses and on the west side o ing land, 

The sale also includes a large quantity of buildi 

finely situated on high ground in and on the ou’ 

Salcombe, which is a charming litle watering place, ta of 

almost the mildest climate in = is gradually 

increasing, and will do so more rapidly as soon as the rail- 
way now being made by the Great Western Company to 

bri: is eaviens, when probably it will be ex- 
tended to mbe. Theestate comprises 10 manors, = 
extend over a large area, including the coast and the right 
of wreckage thereon for seven . eight miles. The shooting 
(especially partridges) is very There are about 100 
acres of woods and othe Bnei = ‘the situation is favour- 
able for yachting and sea fishing. The sale affords an 
opportunity to investors, which is unusual in this district, 
to buy freehold land in sm» ll or large lots. 

Particulars and plans (2s. 6d. each) may be obtained of 

Messrs. Lake, Beaumont, & Lake, Solicitors, 10, ml 

square, Lincoln’s-inn W.C. ; Messrs. Munns Longa 

Solicitors, 8, Old Jewry, E E.C.; Mr. J. W. Penfold, ,Barveyor 

29, Great George-street, Westminster, 8.W.; Messrs. 

H. Drew, Lend Agente, Powderham Castle, and 15, Queen- 

—_ Exeter; Mr. W. A. Jarvis, 

bridge ; "Marine Hotel, Salcombe ; oa sale ; and 
ue the Auctioneers, 10, Waterloo-place, ‘all Mall, London. 





WANTED. 
REEHOLD GROUND RENTS Wanted 
for the Investment of 2 Trust Fund to pay 4 per cent. 
If secured upon weekly property, and pa about 4} 
cent., would be entertained, —Apply A, essrs. BEAN, 
URNETT, & Epaiper, 14, Nicholas-lane, E 


00D MORTGAGE SECURITIES Wanted 
Leasehold Property 4} cue ff « ‘pal yg 
0) a 
Bean, Burnett, & ee A Oe Nicislaeke, B.C E.C. 


ESSRS. ROBT. W. MANN & SON, 
SURVEYORS, VALUERS, 


AUCTIONEERS, HOUSE AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


(Rost. W. Mayn, F.8.1., THomas R. Ransom, F.S8.L., 
J. Bacsuaw Many, F.8.1., W. H. Many), 


12, Lower Grosvenor-place, Eaton-square, 8.W., and 
$2, Lowndes-street, Belgrave-square, 8,W. 


O be LET on BUILDING LEASE.— 
Most eligible Land on the Old Park Estate, adjacent 
to Palmer’s-green Station on the Great Northern Railway. 
It lies high. Splendid views are obtained of the surroun 
ial oar pie pases is beautifully timbered, and the 


poe water mains and sewer pass along the 

; suitable for good class houses only.—Apply 

to eM A ALFRED Ricuarps, Estate Agent, Lower Tottenham. 

HANCERY-LANE.—To be Let on ground 

floor, a Set of two or three light front Offices ; 

also a pair of Rooms in noble premises ; electric light j hall- 

porter in uniform; moderate rentals.— oS OUSE- 

KEEPER, 53 and 54, Chancery-lane ; or to Cookman, 63, 
Chancery-lane. 

















INCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS.—Offices to be 
Let.—A suite of three or five handsome rooms, con- 

i bay windows, overlooking the beautiful 
garde “ge vacated through 


Appi, Peg Dowsetr & Co., 3, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, ‘or 
to Cooxmay, 63, Chancery-lane. 


tee ae required to Advance from 

£5,000 A £10,000 on the development of a West-end 
Building Esta’ to be repaid on Ses ole of the Freehold 
Ground-rents ; bere interest and eg —Apply 
to FReEHoupeR, 7, Upper Wasco. 


AW.—Wanted, a Solicitor to take over a 
well-established Practice at Bathurst, Gambia, West 
Coast of Africa. Three-month ee di unhealthy 
season. Distance, thirteen days’ sail fro m. Liverpool. 
Address, — care of Mr. Waterer, 6, Pump-court, 
Temple, E. .C. 











AW.—ARTICLED PUPIL.—A Solicitor 

with a Conveyan: Practice and Official Appoint- 

ments in a heal. a a ae ga in the Midlands is 

willing to take an Articled pil to reside and board with 

him on terms to be Adi , LEGAL, Messrs. 
Waterlow Bros. & Layton, td., , 24, Birchin-lane, London. 





M ONEY. — “Householders or Lodgers 
desirous of ob immediate Advances upon their 

Furniture or other negotiable security are invited to call at 

the offices of the ConsoLIDATED og awe f Liurrep, 43, Great 

Tower-street, E.C.,and arrange; Billsof Baleand Executions 

paid out; no fees; the full sum advanced without deduc- 

ped an old-established and genuine firm.— Address, 
ANAGER. 


OO LAWYERS and FAMILY HUGHIS- 

a —Registers searched; Wills found; Pedi- 

wed po 5 Bote and Papers copied, in British Museum, 
rd Office, an d Local 


es.—Pracock & Peacock, 
Genealogical Specialists, 41, yeh-steush, Ww.c. 


RITISH LAW FIRE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, Limited. 
Offices—5, Lothbury, Bank, London, E.C. 
Subscribed Capital 
Applications for Agencies may be made to 
H., FOSTER CUTLER, 
Manager and Secretary. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE js} MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Malet, the Lord Chancellor, the Wile of the 
Judi cial Bench, Corporation of London, & &e. 














ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wi p Boas and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
erks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 











